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ADVERTISEMENT. 


THE volume on which the reader is here entering closes .he 
session of 1804-5. In the Appendix will be found the Reports, 
entire, of the Select and Secret Committees upon the 10th and 
11th Reports of the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry; decu- 
ments preserved, as the Editor believes, in no other work. To 
these are added the Accounts relating to the resources of the 
nation; being a regular continuation of the series to be found 
in the First and Second Volumes of this work. These Documents 
are, of course, exact copies of those laid before parliament; but 
they will be found in no other publication, and the Editor is 
certain that they will prove eminently useful and convenient to 
the reader; to whom, indeed, if his attention be seriously turned 
to subjects of Political Economy, they are indispensably neces- 
sary.—It is hoped, that this will be thought not an improper. 
occasion for the Editor to remind his readers of the promise 
which, at the outset of the work, he made, of rescuing the Pro- 
ceedings of the British Parliament from the disgrace ofa slovenly 
and unintelligible mode of publication—a promise, which he 
flatters himself he shall be-regarded as having fully performed. 
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THEY 


* 


During the Third Session of the Second Parliament of the 
|. United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and of the 
a Kingdom of Great Britain the Nineteenth, appointed to 
| meet at Westminster, the Fifteenth Day of January, 1805, 


in the Forty-fifth Year of the Reign of King GEORGE 


the Third. 


[ Sess. 1805. 


HOWSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, May 


_ [Minures.] On the motion of the 
earl of Darnley, the order for summoning 
the House to-morrow on his motion re- 
lative to the navy was discharged. He 
stated as his reason for postponing the bu- 
siness, the recent circumstances which had 
occurred in the naval department, and the 
inconvenience which both noble lords on 


the other side and some of his own friends | ° 


would feel in entering into the debate to- 
morrow. He should renew his notice in 
the course of next week.—The earl of Suf- 
folk gave notice of his intention to sub- 
mit to the house a motion relative to the 
state of Ireland. ‘This be felt it his duty 
to do, in consequence of the contradic- 
tory averments made by noble lords on 
that subject, when an important question 
concerning the Roman Catholics of that 
country was under discussion two nights 
ago. That due time might be given to 
consider the business, he should fix so dis- 
tant a day as this day fortnight for bring- 
ing forward his motion. Some of the mi- 
nisterial lords having come in, the noble 
earl added, that the object of his motion 
should be for an address to his majesty; 
praying that he would be pleased to ap- 
point commissioners to go over to Ireland; 
to investigate into the state of that coun- 
try, and to report to their lordships. His 
lordship then proceeded to read a passage 
from lord Bacon, which he thought appli- 
cable to the case. He was then called to 


order by the lord chancellor, but persist- 
ed in his right to proceed, and concluded 
Vou. V. 


by moving, “ that the lords be sommoned 
for this day fortnight.”’—Ordered. 
(Conpucr or Jupce Fox.}] Lord 
Auckland, after a few introductory obser- 
vations, expressive of the opinion which 
he had frequently stated im the house, 
that the proceedings which obtained ast 
session in the case of Mr. Justice Fox were 
incontestibly irregular, moved, that the 
entry upon the Journals, ofthe 5th of July, 
1804, relative to the matters alleged 
charge against Mr. Justice Fox be vacated.” 
The Lord Chancellor expressed his en- 
tire concurrence in this saotion of his noble 
friend, and after some conversation had 


taken place between these peers, on the — 


gees subject of the case of Mr. Justice 
ox, in which the forraer expressed his 
opinion, that the proceedings began de 
novo, in the present session, the question 
was put, and the erasure accordingly or- 
dered to be made. ary é 
The Lord Chancellor then rose, to pro- 
pose the resolution, of which he had given 
notice some time since, as declaratory of 
the general principle upon which the house 


bad hitherto proceeded in the case of Mr. 


Justice Fox. It was important that some 
principle of this kind should be authorita- 
tively laid down, as well with reference 
to the character of the house, and to the 


ends of individual and public justice, as i, 


to the precedent which the ease may form, 
for the future direction of the house on 
similar occasions. The effect of the re- 
solution, proposed by the noble and learn- 
ed lord, was declaratory of its having been 
the object of the house, in its proceedings 
hitherto relative to the matters alleged. in 
qbage against the hon. Luke.Fox, one of 


| 
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his majesty’s judges, &c, was to enablethe 
house to form an-opinion, whether suf- 
ficient matter obtained therein, to ground 
& vote for an address to his majesty, to 
remove the said Luke Fox from his judi- 
cial ‘situa‘ions-On this proposition, to 
which Jord Auckland, under the circum. 
stances of the case, signified his assent, 
some further conversation took place be- 
tween his lordship and the noble and learn- 
ed lord, in which both these peers reca- 
pitulated several of the opinions they had 
hitherto advanced upon the subject. The 


‘resolutionwas at length agreed to by the 


use. 
The Lord Chancellor resumed the sub- 
‘ject. He adverted. to the situation in 
which the case stood, and the propriety, 
“in every point of view, of ‘their lordships 
coming to a decision upon the case as 
‘soon as its nature would admit. He al- 
luded to the very proper manner in which 
the learned gentleman, .who was the sub- 
ject of the discussion, had conducted him- 
self, and to his delicacy in forbearing on 
many occasions, to exercise his judicial 
functions. The mode hitherto adopted, 
a line of proceeding, which, from the best 
principles, referring either to the dignity 
and character of the house, the interests 
-Of ‘the patties concerned, and the end of 
‘substantial justice, he had concurred in, 
‘was necessarily attended with considerable 
‘expence to the 5 and, as the 
case stood, not likely to accelerate the 
‘attainment of the objects they all had in 
view, a speedy dispensation of justice. Af- 
‘ter some further observations to this effect, 
his lordship said he should propose, that 
the proceedings of the commitiee, to whom 
‘the matter in charge, petitions, &c. had 
been referred, should be discontinued, 
and, of course, that the orders made re- 
specting the same should be discharged. 
‘The noble lord accordingly moved to this 
effect. After a few remarks from lord 
Auckland, relative to that part of the pro- 
ceedings,the motions were severally agreed 

to by the house. 
The Lord Chancellor continued his ob- 


servations upon the case, and dwelt upon — 


the propriety, under the circumstances, 
of their lordships coming to a decision 
upon it, as soomas they consistently could. 
He particularly referred to the situation 
-in which the learned gentleman, who was 
the object of accusation, stood, Indepen- 
dently of ‘the great expence and incon- 
venience which must unavoidably result 


to him, his honour and character were 
at stake. It might have been more:con- 
ducive to the objects he had referred to, 
were the accused brought directly before 
the house, in the first instance. Under 
the conviction which he then felt, and for 
the attainment of those ends, which were 
evidently the objects of all their lordships, 
he should prepose that, “on Tuesda 

next, the house should go into a com- 
mittee, to consider of the matters alleged 
in charge against Mr. Justice Fox ; and, 
under the principle he had repeatedly ad- 
verted to, for the purpose of considering 
whether, in the course of the investigation, 
there appeared in proof, sufficient matter 
to ground an address to his majesty, for 
the removal of the said judge.” This pro- 


position seemed to meet the concurrenceef 9 


Lord Auckland, who, under the prin- 
ciples he had already stated, as deter- 
mining his mind upon the subject, parti- 
cularly with reference to the existing sta- 
tutes, and, he conceived, as a corollary, 
flowing incontestibly from what his learned 
friend proposed, expressed his intention, 
after the noble and learned lord’s motion 
should be disposed of, to move, that if, in 
the course of the enquiry, by the com- 
mittee of the whole house, any matters 
of high crime and misdemeanour should 
come out in proof, the same should not be 
therein proceeded in, but left to the course 
pointed out by the law, and the ordinary 
practice of the house in such occasions, ~ 

The Lord Chancellor, on the question 
being put on his proposition, which was 
agreed to by the house, expressed his dis- 
approbation of what was proposed by his 
noble friend ; in the then situation of the 
case, he considered it as premature and un- 
necessary : did charges of the nature ad- 
verted to appear in proof, it would be then 
time enough to bring forward such a mo 
tion. 

Lord Auckland shortly answered for the 
propriety of what he proposed, and which 
he concluded in the shape of a motion. 

The Lord Chancellor, after repeating 
some of his objections, said, he thought 
the best way would be to put the previous 
question upon his noble friend’s motion. 
A conversation ensued, in which earl Spen- 
cer, lord Mulgrave, viscount Carleton, 
and the earl of Suffolk, participated ; in 
the course of which the learned viscount 
supported, generally, what fell from the 
noble lord on the woolsack. a. 

Lord Mulgrave expressed his opinion, 
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4) 
‘that, instead of the previous question being 
) put, the noble lord’s proposition should be 

negatived; it seemed the general sense of 

their lordships that the matter which form- 
ed the subject of the present cansideration 
skould be decided upon as soon as pos- 
sible ; but fears were entertained by some 
that it could not be got through this session. 
Lord Auckland explained; after which, 
his motion was, by general consent, dis- 
posed of in a way tantamount to its being 
“withdrawn, 
| {Universities Apvowson Bitt.] The 
“order of the day for the third reading of 
this bill being read, ‘ 
Lord Sidmouth rose, and repeated his 
objections to the present measure. He 
‘described the provisions of the clause, 
which some time since’ he had given notice 

‘of his intention to propose, and also given 
‘an outline, for the information of their 

lordships. The introduction of this clause 

he deemed necessary to modify the bill, and 
to counteract, in some degtee, those inju- 
tious effects which he feared would proceed 
from the measure. The gist of the noble 
viscount’s clause was to prohibit the uni- 
versities from purchasing any new advow- 
sons until they had augmented the smal- 
ler livings at present in their disposal, to 
the value of 250]. per annum each; and 
pach his lordship proposed in the way of 
rider. 
_ The Bishop of Oxford strongly opposed 
“the noble viscount’s clause, it would go 
to counteract the present measure; and 
he remarked upon the disadvantage of dis- 
' Cussing so important a proposition upon 
the yery last stage of a bill, which had 
been two. months before the house. If 
his lordship was determined to persevere, 

he would recommend him to do it, by a 
separate bill. 

The Earl of Suffolk took the opportunity 

to recommend forcibly the distressed si- 

| tuation of the poorer clergy, to the atten- 
tion of their lordships, 
The Bishop of St. Asaph offered. some 
forcible objections to the clause,which, he 
argued, would defeat the bill, as well as 
prove inefficient as to its own objects, 
The Earl of Westmoreland supported 
some of the objections of the rev. prelate. 
The Lord Chancellor delivered his sen- 
timents, and concluded by moving a slight 
amendment with respect to the local ope- 
tation of the clause, which was agreed to 
by the house.—-Some further conversation 
on the subject took place, after which their 
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lordsbips divided upon the amended clause; 
when there appeared, for its introduction, 
9, against it 9. This equality.of numbers, 
according to the rules of the house, proved 
fatal to the clause, which was, therefore, 
rejected.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, May 16. | 


[Mixvures.] Sir J. Stewart, aecompani- 
ed by several members, brought up a mes- 
sage from the house of commons, in pur- 
port requesting, that the earl of St. Vincent 
be permitted to attend on the select com- 
mittee of that house, to whom the consi- - 
deration of the case of sir Home Popha 
bart. is referred. Qn the motion of lor 
Hawkesbury, it was ordered to be commu= 
nicated to the messengers, that their lord+ 
ships would send an answer by messengers 
of their own; which was accordingly done 
by the lord chancellor.—Several private 
bills were brought up from the commons, 
which were severally read a first time.— 
The bills upon.the table were read in their 
several stages. 

[Loca Oatus’ Bitz.] The order of 
the day for the second reading of a_bill 
introduced by the earl of Radnor, “ for 
enabling, bodies corporate, in the cases and 
under the restrictions therein contained, to 
obtain the correction of local oaths, admi- 
nistered by the said bodies corporate,” 
being read, the bill was accordingly read a 
second time. - 

Lord Hawkesbury felt it proper to oppose 
the further progress of the bill. What 
their lordships would do, were they to pass 
the bill in question, would be to enact a 
general law fora particular case; a princiy 
ple which he always. object to. If 
any particular corporation, or body of 
men, felt themselves aggrieved or inconve- 
nienced by the mode.in which the oaths ~ 
they were obliged to take were dictated, - 
let them come to parliament, state the 
specific grievance, and what they conceived 
to be a reasonable remedy, and he was 
willing to pay every attention to it; but to 
a general law, such as the present bill went 
to enact, in consequence uf some difficulties 
experienced, or objections entertained, to 
the form of their oaths, by the corporation 
of a particular place, was what he could 
not consent to. He should therefore re- 
sist the further progress of the bill. 

The Earl of Radnor defended the grounds 
on which he brovght forward the measure 
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and adverted to some cases in which a cor- 
rection or alteration of the oaths was evi- 
dently necessary. It had been his duty, in 
an oflice which he had the honour to hold, 
to administer the oaths to certain members 
of a corporation, parts of which were posi- 
tive nonsense, and other parts inconsistent 
with, or contradictory to each other; these 
were referred to by the noble earl, and 
created some risibility among their lord- 
ships, There was every proper caution 
adopted in the provisions of the bill, to 
prevent any improper use being made of it. 
The intervention of the judges of assjze was 
_ required by the bill, and, after these, the 
lord chancellor was recurred to, as checks 
and controls with respect to proceedings 
under the authority of the bill; at the 
same time, his lordship did not seem will- 


ing to press the bill. 


The Lord Chancellor was willing to allow 
_his noble friend every credit, as to the pu- 
rity of his motives in coming forward; and 
the object, which was good in itself, was 
endeavoured to be attained by the purest 
means, but, with his noble friend who first 


spoke, he rather disapproved of enacting a 


general law, when a remedy was called tor 


on the part only of a particular place. He 
thought the mede of application, under the 
circumstances of the particular case, for 
redress to the crown, would be a pretera- 
ble mode to that prescribed by the bill, as 
well as readier and more unexceptionable 
mode. Upon the whole, he would beg 
leave to recommend his noble friend to 
withdraw the bill. 

The Earl of Radnor spoke shortly in ex- 
planation; after which the lord chancellor 
moved, “ that the bill be committed this 
day three months,” which was ordered ac- 


‘cordingly; and, in consequence, the bill is 
_ lost for the present session.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
‘Thursday, May 16. 
[Mrwvres,] Mr. Leycester reported 
from the select committee, to whom the 


‘tenth report of the commissioners of naval 


enquiry (respecting the office of the trea- 
surer of his majesty’s navy) is referred, to 
enquire into the application of any monies 
issued to the treasurer of the navy for naval 
services to purposes not naval, and whether 


any and what representations were made 


to the Jords commissioners of his majesty’s 
treasury, or the chancellor of the exche- 
quer, respecting the withdrawing from the 
bank any sums of money-so issued: since 


| 


recovery of the debt due to the crown by 
the late Adam Jellicoe; that the committee 
had directed him to report to the house, 
“that, upon a full consideration of the 
restrictions and limitations contained in 


pear to the committee that they can effec- 
tually or satisfactorily proceed to the exa- 
niination of lord viscount Melville for the 


without trenching upon the regulations 
under which lord viscount Melville hag 
been permitted to come before them ;” and 
he read the report in bis place, and after- 


the same was read. Ordered, that the 
said report do lie upon the ‘table.—Sir J. 
Stewart moved, that a message might be 
sent to the lords, requesting permission for 
lord St. Vincent to attend the committee 


repairs of the Romney and Sensible, while 
under the orders of sir Home Popham, 
Ordered.—Mr. Huskisson, pursuant to no- 
tice, moved for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to consider how far it may be ex+ 
pedient to allow coals to a limited extent 
to be brought to London by the grand 
Junction and Paddington Canals, upon 
payment of the same rates and duties as 
are now paid ‘on coals brought to the city 
of London coastways. A conversation 
ensued, in which Mr. Burdon desired the 
house to be on their guard against any mea- 
sure of this nature in which the committee 
of management of the canals was interest. 
ed, as also against any interference with a 
trade which formed so great a nursery for 
seamen. Sir M.W. Ridley declared that the 
proposed measure would strike at the root 
of a trade upon which the employment and 
support of the 100,000 seamen, that were 


would on the return of péace in a great 
‘measure depend; and Mr. Curwen ex- 
pressed a wish that as the subject was of 
importance, a sufficient time would be 


‘mittee was then appointed.— Admiral 
Markham, pursuant to notice, submitted 
a string of motions, relative to the state 
and strength of the navy, the state of the 
dock-yards, of the stores in the naval ar- 
sénals, the number and tonnage of his ma- 


the passing of the act of 25 Geo, III. c. 31g 
and also, into the proceedings had for the 


the minutes of conference, it does not aps 


purposes,of the enquiry referred to them, 


wards delivered it in at the table, where. 


appointed to take into consideration the 


now fighting the battles of their country, © 


given to consider it maturely, The com: 


jesty’s navy, the number of ships built in. 
his majesty’s yards and in private yards, © 
the number of ships. captured from thé | 
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enemy, the expence of prime cost and re- 
pairs of a ship of the line, together 
with a variety of other details, connect- 
edwith the naval department during the 
administration of lord St. Vincent and 
since; all which were agreed to with the 
exception of one, “ for a copy of the 
contract or agreement entered into by the 
navy board with John Larkin, for a supply 
of foreign timber, dated 15th of May, 
1804;” which, on the suggestion of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was  with- 
"drawn, to prevent the disclosure of the 
“sources whence the supply of timber for 
the British navy was derived, with an un- 
derstandingg, however, that if it should be 
found necessary, the motion might here- 
after be renewed.—Mr. Johnstone moved 
sfor an account of the sumis received from 
the sale of old stores, and as droits of ad- 
miralty, which he conceived to be applica- 
“ble to: public purposes, and amounted to 
about 100,000). from the Ist Jan. 1803, to 
' the latest period the same could be made 
out, together with the application of the 
same. ‘The account was ordered, after an 
observation from the chancellor of the 
exchequer, that these sums were not by 
Jaw available to any purposes of the public 
expenditure.—Lord ‘Henry Petty stated, 
that, from circumstauces which had not 
depended on himself, he found himself 
under a necessity of postponing the mo- 
tion of which he had given notice for to- 
morrow, relative’to the places held by lord 
| Melville in Scotland; from the advanced 
period of the session, he thought it likely 
| that he should not bring forward that mo- 
tion this session, but this delay was not to be 
looked upon as any abandonment of his 
object.—A petition of Daniel Delisle 
Brock, esq. one of the jurats of the royal 
court of the island of Guernsey, on behalf 


of himself; and also as the deputy in this 


behalf specially appointed by the states of 
‘ the said island, at a meeting of the said 
States on the 2d day of January lust, was 
- presented to the house, and read; taking 
notice of the bill for the more effectual pre- 
vention of smuggling; and setting forth, 
** that the provisions of the said bill, if 
passed into-a law, and enforced in the said 
island, will in many particulars prove high- 
ly oppressive and injurious to the people 
of the said island; and therefore praying. 
in belialf of himself and of the states and 
people of the said island, that he and they 
may be heard, iby their counsel, agents, 
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said bill as may affect the said island of 
Guernsey ; and that the same may not pass 
into a law, as it now stands.” ‘Ordered, 
that the said petition be referred to the 
consideration of the committee of the 
whole house to whom the said bill is re- 
committed; and that the petitioner ‘be 
heard, by his counsel, agents, and witnesses 

before the said committee, upon his peti- 
tion, if he thinks fit—Mr. Loveden, pur- 


public funds, at the bank of England and 
south-sea house, was 800,000]. sterling, 
moved, that there be laid before the house 


public funds at the bank and south-sea 
house, receivable on or before the Ist of 
Oct. 1800, sand 1802, respectively, and’ 
which remained unclaimed on the $1st of 
Dec. following. Also, a list of the names 
of such proprietors of property in the pub- 


south-sea house, on which dividends are 
due, and now unclaimed. Ordered. 
[PeviTion or THE CouUNTY OF SURREY 
RELATING TO THE 10th Naval 
A petition of the gentlemen, clergy, an 
freeholders, of the county of Surrey, was 
presented to the house, by lord W. Russell, 
and read; setting forth, “* that tle peti 
tioners beg leave to express their unfeigned 
gratitude to the house for the par 
they have taken towards detecting, and 
bringing to justice, those servants of the 
crown who have broken the law, vio- 
lated their trust, and used the pubh+ 
lic money for. purposes’ of yt emolu- 
ment and ambition, and they implore the 
house not to desist from the pr@ecution of 
those inquiries which they hav¢ so honour- 
ally and so successfully begut; and they 
intreat the house to bear in ngnd how pas 
tiently the people of England fave sustain- 
ed the immense burthens he upon 


them, the sufferings they hgve endured, 
and are now enduring, the exptmously ad- 
vanced prices of the necessaries Of life, and, 
above all, their generous, unstispecting con- 
fidence at all times in those in whose hands 
the earnings of their industry were depo- 
sited;. aud that, thankful agthe petitioners 
ure to the house for havingrecorded upon 


committed by unfaithful servants, they beg 


leave most humbly to represent ‘to the 
house the necessity of guarding against a 


end witnesses; against such parts of the 


suant to notice, after, stating that the . 
amount of unclaimed dividends on the - 


an account of ‘the amount of dividends on - 


lic funds, at the bank of England, or the~ 


their journals the flagrant breaches of trust. 


repetition of similar frautls, peculations, 
and abuses ; ‘aud that the petitioners, there- 


315 7 
the 
by 
Sey | 
the | 7 
| 
ns 
| 
nd 4 
re q 
he | 4 | 
| ai 
or | 
ee 
le | 
le | 7 
n, | a 
| 
| 
| a 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| — 
| 4 
| 
* 
| 
| 


11} PARL, DEBATES, Max 16, 4805.--Continental Connerions. 


fore, entreat. the hovse to investigate 
thoroughly not only the remaining arti- 
cles contained in the tenth report of the 


¢ommissioners of nayal enquiry, but also 


the suspicious matters brought forward in 
their eleventh report, and likewise every 
ther irregularity which may bereafter be 
discovered by any further reports of the 
said commissioners; aud that they will 
also institute similar inquiries into the 
expenditure of every other branch of 
the executive government ; and that 
jn the progress of these important ip- 
vestigations, witich the expectations of the 
people require to be rigorously and impar- 
tially pursued, the petitioners are persua- 


ded, that the house acting up to the spirit 


of their resolutions of the Sth and 10th of 
‘April, will follow no other counsels than 
those which shall be dictated by their own 
integrity and discernment; and they hope 
that the detectiow of men, who are now 
found to have been in the constant habits 
of misapplying the public money, will warn 
the hoyse not to rely too much upon the 
specicus professions of their colleagues for 
the punishment of offences, through which 
they have themselves derived a corrupt 
suppoit to their own power; and that the 
titioners trust, rather, the period is at 
Tength ‘ome at which the representatives 
of the people, returning to the examples 
end the maxims of former times, will shew 
themselves determined to pursue hereafter a 
system of vigilance and jealousy, instead 
of reposing an implicit and indiscriminate 
confidenge in the advisers of the crown.” 
[Prrimoy or tur oF York 
LATING THE 10th Reporr.| 
agp the inhabitants of the city of 
ork, convened, pursuant to request, by 
the right honourable the lord mayor, and 
assembled in the Guildhall of the said City, 
on Monday the 13th day of May, 1805, 
was presented to the honse, Mr. L. 
Dundas, ani read; setting forth, “ that 
the petitioners feel the deepest gratitude to 
the house fo1its patriotic votes on the 8th. 
and 10th dajs of April last, founded on 
the tenth report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry; the one declaring lord vis- 
count Melville to be guilty of a gross vio- 
lation of the laws, and a high breach of his 
public duty; ad the other ordering such 
resolution to be laid at the foot of the 
throne, the whole house attending; the 
petitioners are convinced that no act of. 
any branch of the legislature has ever been 
received with more satisfaction by the peo- 


ple of this country than the said votes; ang 
they are further convinced.that nothing can 
passibly be a greater disappointment to the 
people than any remission in the house, of — 
the vigorous aud necessary efforts with 
which they have thus commenced the career 
of public justice; and that the faithful ang 
dignified discharge of the powers vested iq 
the commissioners of naval énquiry, their 
indefatigable industry, their resolute per, 
severance, their unexampled fortitude, and 
their incorruptible integrity, have demandy 
ed and have obtained the admiration and. 
applause of the whole nation; and a con: 
tinuance at least, if not an extension of 
the powers vested in them, and also a ge, 
neral enquiry into the conduct of every 
other department of finance, are essentially 
requisite to the prosperity of the British 
empire; and the petitioners anxiously re- 

uest of the house, that whenever hereafter 
this subject may come before them, they 
will fix their attention on the obstructions 
to full enquiry, so evidently pointed out ia 
the said tenth report of the naval commis- 
sioners; and they intreat the house that 


they will, in the institution of other enqui- 


ries into the public expenditure, take espe- 
cial care that the power they shall delegate 
be equal to its object, both as referring te 
the facility of enquiry and to the integrity 
of those to whom enquiry shall be commits © 
ted; for the petitioners submit to the house 
whether any thing short thereof will not 
be deemed. illusive and unavailing, and 
rather contribute to the continuation than 
the prevention of future abuse and peculay 
tion; and that on all these matters the 
petitioners request the house steadily to 
pursue what they have with so much ho- 
nour begun, aad not to relax their efforts 
till guilt, wherever it exists, shall be pur- 
sued to detection, and till exemplary and 
deserved punishment shall have overtaken, 
as well those who have themselves been 
fraudulent, as those who have connived 
at fraud.” 
[ContinentaL Conwexions.] Mr. Grey 
rose for the purpose of putting a question 
to the right hon, the chancellor of the exe . 
chequer on a subject of great public in- 
terest. On the first day of the session it 
had been announced to the house in the 
speech from the throne, that a pacific. over+ 
ture had been received from France, to 
which his majesty had declined giving apy 
direct answer till le should consult certain 
powers on the continent, and particularly 


Russia, with which he maintained relations 
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would be made before the close of the 


Previous to their sepatation, Though the 
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of amity and confidential intercourse. Since 
that, the right hon. gent. had stated to the 
house, on the day on which he brought 
forward the ways and means of the year, 
the probability of important co-operation 
on the continent, for which he then made a 
provision. A considerable interval had 
since elapsed, yet no communication had 
been thade to parliament on the subject. 
He had abstained hitherto from calling for 
any information, for the purpose of giving 
ig majesty’s ministers sufficient time to de- 
cide upon the nature of the communication 
they might deem expedient to make. He 
did not then press for an answer, nor wish to 
embarrass his majesty’s ministers, but con- 
sidering the very advanced period of the 
session, and the satisfaction some certain 
information on the subject would afford 
the house, he trusted some communication 


session. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer assured 
the house, that, whenever his majesty’s go- 
vernment should be enabled to advise his 
majesty to make such communication, they 
would avail themselves of the earliest op- 
portunity of doing so. But certainly the 
communications between his majesty and 
these powers, were not at present such as 
to enable him to state any thing with pre- 
cision, and he was sure the hon. gent. 
would not expect from him, under such 
circumstances, to make any direct reply as 
matter of Opinion or conjecture. 

Mr. For thought the right hon. gent. 
thight at least ave stated, whether there 
was any reasonable hope, that 4 commu- 
nication would be made during the present 
session. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stated to the house, that the present state 
of the communications between his majes- 
ty’s government and the continent, Was not 
such as to enable him to make any com- 
munication on the subject with certainty ; 
dnd that it could not be expected from 
him to advance any thing upon conjecture. 

* Mr. Fox observed, that the right hon. 
gent. seemed to lay much stress on the 
word “‘<¢ertainty.” Though he might not 
dt présent be able to make any precise 
Cominiunication, he miglt in some’ time. 
What ‘that communication might be, he 


did not take upon him to say. His hony 


friend had adverted to the advanced pe- 


riod of the session, and the importance of 


Having ‘some’ information: on this subject 


right hon. gent. might not, in the present 
instance, be able to state any thing wi 
certainty, he might at least: inform t 
house, whether they might entertain a 
reasonable hope of such a communication 
during the session?—To this no teply was 
given. 


The house having resolved itself into a 
committeé on the bill for appointing com- 
missioners to enquire into the abuses in the 
military expenditure of the country, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, that 
both in the general plan of the bill, and the 
names of the persons selected for its exe- 
cution, he had thought proper to follow 
the example of the appointment of com- 
missioners of accounts, instituted in the 
year 1782, and whose report was preduc- 
tive of so much benefit, and afforded such 
general satisfaction. It must be obvious 
to the house, that in the deseription of the 
persons to be appointed on such an impor- 
tant duty, it was necessary to have persons 


it would embrace. It would be indispen- 
sably necessary to have persons intimately 
acquainted with all the details of the ser- 
vice of the army, persons equally conver- 
sant with civil economy, persons who un- 
derstood the laws as they apply to. them, 
and lastly, persons eminent in the mercan- 
tile line. In this selection, he had studi- 
ously avoided the names of any persons 
who could be liable to any imputation of 
party, or of political connexions. Some 
of them were personally altogether unknown 
to him, and he judged of them solely by 
what he knew or understood of their cha- 
racters and qualifications. For the mili- 
tary details, he should mention an officer 
who served with high character under ge- 
nérals Abercrombie, sir Charles Stuart, and 


lar depertment, major-general Oakes, and 
with him colonel Beckwith, of the Guards, 
whose qualifications could not be disputed. 
For the civil economy, he was induced to 
propose lieutenant - general Drinkwater, 
who, after a long and meritorious profes- 
sional life, had now retired from active 
service. For the legal part, he should 
mention Mr. Cox, one of the masters ip 
chancery, and Mr, Cumming, For mer; 
cantile judgment, Mr. Peters. and Mr, 
Charles Bosanquet. In mentioning these 
geutlemen, he spoke of them in terms of the 
highest encomium ; and their names were put 
from the chait, aud agteed to unanimdusly. 


{Mititary Commissioners’ 


every way qualified for the various branches _ 


others, with great distinction in that particu- | 
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In reading the bill, when the chairman came 


to the powers vested in the commissioners 

appointed to carry it into execution, the 
words in the bill are, “ that they shall en- 

- quire into all abuses that do exist within 

the said departments.” 

_ Mr, Giles said, he thought these words 
‘did not afford sufficient scope to the com- 
missioners, as they only went to prevent 
abuses existing at this moment, and not 
to such as have previously existed. He 
would, therefore, move, that the follow- 
ing. words be added as an amendment; that 
the words ‘‘ have existed” be introduced 
before “‘ do exist,’ by which it would run 
thus; “ that they shall enquire into all 
abuses that may have existed, or that do ex- 
ist.” These were the words of the act ap- 
pointing the naval commissioners; and 
they had produced so much benefit to the 
public by their enquiry and reports thereon, 
that he thought this act could not be word- 
ed too nearly like that. « 

Mr. Rose thought if the amendment was 
adopted, it would oblige the commissioners 
to go very far back, indeed, and to some 
circumstances which called for investiga- 
tion. There wasone in particular which 
stood upon very distinct ground from all 
the rest, namely, the arrears of balances 
in the, hands of the late lord Holland, by 
which the public has sustained a very con- 

siderable loss. No less a sum than half a 
million of money remained in his hands 
unaccounted for, for eight years after he had 
quitted his office, until he died, and after- 
wards in'the hands of his executors for 14 
years; a sum which, had it been laid 
out in government securities, would, at 
compound interest, have doubled itself in 
the time ; so that, in fact, although a great 
part of the arrear of principal had been 
cleared off, shortly after the expiration of 
14 years, yet the public actually lost by that 
transaction half a million, the interest 
which might have been gained bad the sum 
in arrear been paid into the treasury upon 
lord Holland’s retirement from office. It 
had been said on a former night, that in 
appropriating the interest of this money to 
their own use, lord Holland, or bis execu- 
tors, had violated mo statute; but he really 
could ‘not conceive how any man could 
wrap himself up in his integrity, and say, 

while he was receiving that money, which 

_heknew of right belonged to the public, 
that he was guilty of no impropriety, be- 

cause he was not violating a positive law. He 


Feally meant nothing-personal to the hon. 
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gent. (Mr. Fox) opposite to him; but he 
thought it right the committee should have in 
view the subjects to which it was likely the 


investigation of this commission would be 


directed; but that hon, gent. was an exe- 
cutor of the late lord Holland, and, together 
with a gallant officer, his brother, and his 
nephew, then a minor, the persons who shar. 
ed the profits arising from the sum in arrear 
for so many years after lord Holland's death, 
He reminded the house of these circum. 
stances merely to shew, that where so con-. 
siderable a loss as half a million had ac- 
tually been sustained by the public, no im- 
putation of criminality whatever was al- 
lowed to attach to the persons who shared 
in the profits of that transaction; while, 
in the case of lord Melville, lately before 
the house, though not one shilling of loss 
was sustained by the public in any of the 
transactions with which the name of that 
noble lord was implicated, yet every de- 
gree of odium.and condemnation was cast 
upon him, 

Mr. For was very willing.to believe the. 
right hon. gent. could mean nothing perso-, 
val to himself; but he begged to observe, 
that as the subject alluded to by the right 
hoa. gent. had been laid before, and fully 
investigated by the former commissioners of 
accounts, who had reported their opinion 
to the house thereon, he should have 
thought the business then finally closed, 
and that it would be rather odd now to 
appoint new commissioners again to consi- 
der that subject, and to enquire into the 
conduct of the former commissioners.’ As_ 
to himself, he was free to acknowledge he 
had been appointed one of the executors to 
the will of his late father, but so soon as he 
learned that there was such an arrear, be 
himself, for motives now not necessary to 
explain, ,jhad declined to act as an executor 
any longer. He would not pretend to say. 
that the person on whom that office de- 
volved, had not derived any considerable. 
emoluments from the money in hand, or had 
been guilty of any misconduct, yet’ he 
would assure the right hon. gent, that he 
had never received one shilling of those 
profits. He had attended before the former 
commissioners ofaccounts, and was ready to 
do so before the present, if required; nor. 
had he any objection to the fullest enquiry ;’ 
and he was convinced, the gallant officer, 
his relation, now lieutenant-governor of 
Gibraltar, would be ready to give every 
satisfaction to the same effect, aud to shew 
he never received a shilling. 
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Mr. Rose answered, he most religiously 
believed what the hon. member now said, 
but till now he always understood that the 
hon. member, the gallant officer his rela- 
tion, and the minor his nephew, were the 
persons who received the whole of the 
ewoluments arising from the half million, 
as the legatees of the late lord Holland, 
and the hon. gent. was himself the acting 
executor. 

Mr. Fox explained, that his father, after 
some legacies to his brother and himself, 
had appointed his mother residuary le- 
gatee to his personal estate; that his mo- 
ther, who died in a few weeks alter, had 
made him her executor, and bequeathed 
her part of his father’s legacy to the gal- 
lant officer, to himself, and to his nephew. 
But as no part of the legacy could accrue 
to his mother’s right, nor to his own, until 
all the debts of his father, and more espe- 
cially this arrear, was cleared off, the whole 
of lord Holland’s personal effects had been 
paid over to the new executors for the pur- 
pose, and not one sixpence had been re- 
ceived by himself or the other legatee’ to 
this hour. 

Mr. George Ponsonby said, he was quite 
sure the right hon, gent. was perfectly sin- 
cere when he professed to mean nothing per- 
sonal tohis hon. friend, in revising the subject 
of lord Holland’s arrears, From the tenor 
of the right hon. gent.’s speech, the com- 
mittee must be perfectly convinced he 
could not mean any thing personal to his 
hon. friend. It must be equally obvious that 
the right hon, member had not introduced 
the subject with any view, whatever to vin- 
dicate the character of lord Melville from 
those censures which parliament had un- 
fortunately thought proper to cast upon his 
conduct. No such thing! And so con- 
vinced was he of the perfect purity and dis- 
interestedness of the right hon, gent.’s in- 
tentions in both cases, that he relied upon 
it just as implicitly in the one instance as 
in the other. He believed the one state- 
ment exactly as much as he did the 
other ! 

The Chancellor of ihe Exchequer felt him- 
self called upon to repeat, that as far as he 
had been able to discover, the public had 
not suffered the smallest loss from the con- 
duct of lord Melville. With regard to 
the transaction which had been alluded to 
(lord Holland’s accounts) it would certain- 
ly be unfair to try it now by rules which 
had been established siuce that time. There 
was at that time a prevailing custom which 

Vou. V. 
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in some measure justified the conduct of 
that nobleman, and if he was unwilling to 
reflect severely on the living, much less 
was he disposed to reflect on the memory of 


those who are no more. The proceedings 


which he now wished to institute were for 
remedial, and not vindictive purposes. He 
himself conceived the only true and fair 
object of the enquiry to be, the detection 
of any abuses that really do'exist, with a 
view to the adoption of remedial measures, 
and the prevention in future of such 
abuses; but he appealed to the candour of 
the committee, whether such a bill as the 
amendment proposed by the hon, gent. 
would render the present bill, namely, a 
bill to enquire retrospectively into the 
whole expenditure of the army for a se- 
ties of years past, without any charge of 
criminality, any allegations against any in- 
dividual in any department, dr any allega- 
tion that any proof whatever existed of 
criminality or misconduct any where, but 
merely with a view to seek out for causes 
of complaint, or ‘trifling charges of irre- 
gularity. He would not pretend to say no 
irregularity had occurred, no defalcations 
or frauds had taken place, in the enormous 
expenditure of a great nation like this, 
during the course of a very expensive and 
wide-extended war. The utmost stretch 
of the most consummate talents, occupied 
in the management of public affairs, could 
not, by any exertion of vigilance of which 
man is capable, prevent the occurrence of 
some irregularities. But what men of cha- 
racter and talents, with any feelings of 
sensibility or honour, could be tempted by 
any emoluments, however high, attached to 
any situation, to undertake important de- 
partments, if they are to apprehend that 
at the end of ten, fifteen, er twenty years, 
the whole of their accounts and official pro- 
ceedings are to be ransacked, in order to 
search for causes of complaint for miscon- 
duct or iregularity ; after numberless cir- 
cumstances, material to their vindication, 
are effaced from memory, and many of the 
most material witnesses no longer in exist- 
ence? He thought, therefore, enquiry into 
the past, to any remote period, was wholly 
useless in any remedial point of view; and 
that it was only to existing abuses that en- 
quiry should be directed, in order to pre. 
sent remedy and future prevention. 

Mr. Whitbread said, it was well known 
to the right hon. gent. that the powers of 
the commissioners of naval enquiry’ were 
retrospective; if they had not been so, they. 
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would not have produced that report, 
which was undoubtedly of the first impor- 
tance to the public. It could not be sup- 
posed that the commissioners, who were 
gentlemen of high character, and named by 
the minister himself, would be persons to re- 
present with harshness those abuses and ir- 
regulaiities which really proceeded from the 
pressure of business, and not from corrupt 
motives. Those persons who had acted with 
honest motives, had nothing to fear frown 
an enquiry, and those who had not, were 
in his opinion objects for censure and pu- 
uishment. The right hon. gent. was -mis- 
taken when he satd there was no allegation 
or surmise that could warrant such an en- 
quiry. ‘here were strong surmises and 
suspicions, that in many of the military 
departments, and particularly in the bar- 
rack department, gross abuses had existed. 

Mr. Grey thought the course which was 
Most remedial of existing abuses, was the 
of corrupt delinquents, in order 

iat their example might serve as a warn- 
ing to prevent others from committing the 
like offences. He wondered that the hon. 
geot. (Mr. Rose) who had been so long in 
office, and who now professed himself such 
an enemy to abuses, had not sooner brought 
forward the consideration of the transac- 
tion to which he had alluded. 

Mr. Rose said, the account of the late 
lord Holland was still open, and the ba- 
lance was not yet paid. He never wished 
to screen delinquents, and when he voted 
for a committee to enquire into the conduct 
of lord Melville. before they pronounced 
him guilty, he had voted for that which 
would have thrown the greatest light upou 
the transaction, and which would have 
given the house the benefit of lord Mel- 
ville’s examination, which they had uot at 
present, 

Mr, for said that although it was un- 
pleasant for him to be obliged to speak 
upon the subject, it was but fair to state 
that lord Holland’s account was nearly 
closed, and the balance, which was now 
but small, bore an interest. It might be 
trusted to the discretion of the conimis- 
sioners to report on past abuses, only as 
far as it appeared to them material. In 
the late report on the conduct of the trea- 
surer of the navy, it had appeared that a 
retrospective view was necessary, even for 
remediai purposes; and if it had not been 
for this retrospective view, the tenth report 
would never have made its appearance. 


“The Chancellor of’ the Exchequer had no 
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objection to a retrospective view of those 
abuses which it appeared to the commis, 
sioners material to investigate. His objec. 
tion was to the obliging them by the im. 
perative words of the clause, to spend their 
lime in investigations that would appear to 
them immaterial. He was therefore dis. 
posed to acquiesce with the gentlemen on 
the other side of the house, in leaving this 
to the discretion of the commissioners, 
But in order to do this, he thought it ne- 
cessary to alter the wording of the clause 
proposed, and instead of saying “ they 
shall enquire into the abuses which now 
exist and have existed,” to introduce ex. 
press words that should give them this dis- 
cretionary power. He therefore moved as 
an amendment, that these words should be 
added, “ as far as they shall deem it neces- 
sary.” 

Mr. Serjeant Best considered the amend- 
ment to explain some reasonable limitation 
in point of time; and such must be the con- 
struction put upon it by any court of law, 
or by the commissioners. 

The Attorney-General said, that his learn- 
ed friend had mentioned no precise limita- 
tion. 

Mr, Smith preferred using the words of 
the act appointing the naval commis. 
sioners, which had already been acted 
upon. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer observed, 
that the words “ as now exist,” had been 
proposed to be ainended by the addition 
of “ or have existed;” and proposed to 
amend this farther by saying ‘‘ such as have 
existed, or shall seem proper to them to be 
enquired into.” 

Mr. Whitbread objected to it, as the« 
commissioners of naval enquiry had acted 
with discretion under the act appoiuting 
them. 

Mr. Fox thought experience on such 
subjects better than argument, and particu: 
larly in the choice of words in an act of 
parliament, where there was any matter of 
doubt. He, therefore, preferred taking 
the words that had been used before. He 
thought the act should be imperative in 
the first instance, to enquire into abuses 
where they do exist. | 

Sir W. Burroughs contended, that the 
words ought to be express and particular, 
great inquisitorial powers are entrusted to 
the commission ; and there were not strong. 
official grounds laid for this commission, 
as there was in the case of the navy. 

Mr, For thought the duty of enquiry 
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should be made imperative; and then the 
discretion given respecting the examination 
of abuses that had taken ‘place. 

Mr. Hiley Addington said, that he was 
not at all satisfied by the arguments he had 
heard from the hon. gent. who spoke last 
(Mr. Fox). According to him; the expe- 
rience of the conduct of the naval commis- 
sioners, of which no one could expect him. 
to speak but in the most favourable terms, 


was enough to prove, that no other com- 


missioners could possibly go beyond what 
discretion would warrant, under an impe- 
rative clause of an act of parliament. Ile 
entirely approved of the alteration pro- 
posed by his right hon. friend, and thought 
ita great improvement on the former act, 
and that it would completely answer all 
the same purpuses.: Perhaps, in giving 
this opinion, he might be charged with 
Meaning to give protection to those who 
might be suspected of public delinquency ; 
a charge which had been most unjustly and 
unwarrantably made against him, aud those 
with whom he acted, in consequence of a 
vote given on a former occasion. Of that 
vote he had not repented; and was satis- 
fied, with great deference to the opinion 
of a majority of the house, that it was a 
correct and a just one. ‘The debate on 
that occasion had not been on the merits 
of the case; if it had, he should not have 
shrunk from giving an unreserved and ex- 
plicit opinion: it was merely, whether the 
whole of the gharges ought, or ought not, 
to be referred to a committee. Ithad ap- 
peared to him most becoming the modera- 
tion, the liberality, and the justice of the 
house, so to have decided ; and no, possi- 
ble inconvenience could have resulted from 
it. It would have been analogous to all 
criminal proceedings in courts of justice, 
where no decision was ever taken belore 
all the charges had been gone through, 
even though part of the charges had been 
admitted to be true by the defendant. He 
could not help adverting to this subject, 
on which he thought there had been much 
misrepresentation, for which there was no 
pretence or foundation. 

Admiral Markham supported the amend- 
ment of Mr. Giles, and thought 1792, a 
reasonable period to go back to.—On a 
division the numbers appeared for Mr. 
Giles’s amedments, 42; against it 90. 
Majority 56. 

Mr. Giles wished to have inserted in the 
obligation to answer questions, the word 
‘¢ lawful” in order to omit the specific pro- 
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vision against ‘self-crimination, which he 


considered as a libel on the common law. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer preferred 
retaining the specific provision, after the 
example of the act of naval enquiry. 
The original words were allowed to, stand. 
Mr. Giles wished some provision <9 compel 
persons in the situation of Mr. Sprat. to 
answer. The Chancellor said every per- 
son was obliged to answer who was con- 
cerned with the publicmoney. Mr. Grey 
supported Mr. Giles’s proposition. Mr, 


Bragge Bathurst thought some provision 
necessary in this case. The original words 
were allowed to stand, and after some fure 
ther conversation, the report was ordered 
to be received to-morrow.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, May 17. 


{[Mrxures.] The royal assent was given, 
by commission, to the Irish Bank Token 
bill, Irish Promissory Notes, Irish Post 
Roads, and Scots Excise Officers bill, and 
to twenty-six bills of a private or local 
descripticu. — Mr. Alexander presented 
from the commons the Land Tax Commis- 
sioners Name bill, the Property Tax Amend- 
ment bill, and the Irish First Fraits bill, 
which were severally read a first time.— 
The earl of Darnley acquainted their lord- 
ships that he should, on Friday next, bring 
forward the motion, of which he had for- 
merly given notice, respecting the naval 
documents upon the table, and moved that 
the lords be,summoned for that day. Or- 
dered. — Lord Auckland observed, that 
very little had been done in consequence 
of the report of the committee of the last 
session, towards improving their lordships’ 
house, and rendering the precincts thereof 
more commodious, save the erection of 
one additional fire-place. His noble and 
learned friend on the woolsack was far from 
being adequately accommodated ; and the 
learned gent., the principal clerk, had no 
proper place to transact his part of the busi- 
ness in, except he opened his own House 
for that purpose. What he intended to 
propose was, the appointment of a come 
mittee of their lordships, under an order 
similar to that of last session. He then 
moved, “that a committee be appointed 
to consider of the best means of more ef- 
fectually lighting and warming the house, 
improving the precincts thereof, and re- 
moving all nuisances in the approach- 
es to the house.” ‘The motion was agreed 
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to, and Thursday next fixed for the ap- 
pointment of the committee. — Ad- 
jeurned, 
MOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 17. 
[Minurtes.] A message from the lords 
by the deputy usher of the Black Rod re- 
quired the attendance of the house at 
their lordships’ bar, where the royal assent 
was given by commission to the Irish Loan 
‘act, the Irish Post Roads act, the Irish 
Promissory Note act, the Irish Dollar 
Token act, the Scotch Excise Office act, 
and several private acts.——On the third 
reading of the bill for allowing a salary to 
the chairman of the session of Stalford 
Hundred in the country of Lancaster, ob- 
jections were made by sir Robert Buxton 
and Mr. Shaw Lefevre, on the ground 
that it was a bad precedent. The bill was 
defended by colonel Stanley and lord Stan- 
‘ley. The gallery was cleared for a divi- 
sion, and the doors remained shut for a 
considerable time, during which the de- 
bate continued. We believe an amend- 
ment was proposed in the committee, for 
on re-opening of the gallery, we found the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time 
this day se’nnight, by a majority of 49 to 38. 
+Lord Castlereagh, pursuant to the notice 
he gave last night, moved that leave be 
given to bring in a bill to amend and ren- 
der more effectual the act for establishing 
and erecting public infirmaries in Ireland. 
His lordship was induced to make this 
motion from a conviction of the great in- 
conveniéncy sustained by the poorer clas- 
ses of people, from the distance they often 
were fromm those hospitals, and meant that 
the bill, among other regulations, should 
remedy that evil by providing for the es- 
tablishment of dispensaries at proper dis- 
tances. Sir John Newport wished that an 
accurate enquiry should be made into the 
mode of conducting those county hos- 
pitals, as he was convinced great abuses 
_ existed in that quarter, and that the funds 
were not unfrequently converted into pur- 
poses of private emolument. Leave was 
then granted, and a committee appointed 
to draw up the bill.—On the motion of lord 
_ Stanley, a return of the nuinber of the 
militia who have volunteered into the re- 
gular service, speci#ving the number from 
each regiment and the kind ‘of force they 
had joined, as artillery, marine, &c. was 
ordered. Mr. Creevey gave notice that 


on Monday next he would move for an 
account of the salaries of the judges of the 
admiralty.—The Irish spirit duty bill went 
through a committee, and the report is to 
be received on Monday.—On the motion 
of Mr. Foster, the house went inte a com- 
mittee of Ways and means. A stamp duty 
of 3d. was imposed on banker's checks 
under 5]. in order to prevent them from 
getting into circulation. Policies of in. 
surance in Ireland were made chargeable 
at 2s. 6d. percent. as in England. The 
report to be received on Monday, 
[Perition From NoR¥FOLK RESPECT- 
ING THE Navat Report.j A 
petition of the gentlemen, clergy, and 
freeholders of the county of Norfolk, con- 
vened by the high sheriff of the said coun- 
ty, at the castle of Norwich, in the shire- 
house there, on Tuesday the 14th day of 
May 1805, was presented to the house, 
and read ; setting forth, ‘ that the peti- 
tioners beg leave to express their gratitude 
to the house for the steps which they have 
already taken towards the detection and 
punishment of those servants of the crown 
who have detied the laws, broken their 
trust, and applied enormous sums of the 
public money to their own corrupt pur- 
poses of emolument and power ; and that 
in the name of a loyal and suffering people, 
the petitioners implore the house not to 
relax in their exertions ; they intreat them 
to consider how patiently the petitioners 
have seen millions added to millions of the 
national cebt, the rapid advance in every 
article of consumption, their burthens in- 
creasing, and their means of bearing them 
diminishing, in the just hope that while 
engaged in extensive wars what they con- 
tributed with cheerfulness would be be ap- 
plied with tidelity, aud as the law expressly 
directed ; and that faithful to their first 
duties, the house have recorded, by the 
resolutions of the 8th and 10th of April, 
that the people of England have been gross 
ly wronged by lord Melville ; and the pe- 
titioners humbly represent to the house 
the necessity of effectually protecting the 
nation against future depredations; and 
therefore praying the house, first, to in- 
vestigate und silt to the bottom the re- 
maiuing charges of abuse in the applica- 
tion of the public money, contained in 
the tenth report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry, secondly, to examine mi- 
nutely intv the nature of those irregulari- 
ties brought to light in the eleventh report 
of the said comunissioners, and likewise 
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whatever may appear culpable or suspi- 
cious in any of their future reports : third- 
ly, to institute immediate and rigorous 
enquiries into the expenditure of every 
other department of executive govern- 
ment; and that in performing these acts of 
necessary and expected justice, the peti- 
tioners are persuaded that the house will 
take no other guides than its own wisdom 
and resolution; and that, warned by the 
example of detected guilt, and awake to 
the frauds which have been practised upon 
their own facility, as well as upon the pu- 
blic purse, the house will perceive the ne- 
cessity of resorting to those principles 
which prevailed in the better days of our 
constitution, and of acting upon a system 
of vigilance and jealousy in preference to 
one of blind and implicit confidence in 
ministers.” —Ordered, that the said peti- 
tion do lie upon the table. 

[Peririon oF THE Housz oF KEYs 
AND INHABITANTS OF THE ISLE OF 
MAN, RESPECTING THE DuKE ATHOLL’s 
Ciaim.] A petition of the house of Keys, 
of the Isle of Man; and also, a petition of 
several inhabitants and proprietors of es- 
tates within the Isle of Man ; were seve- 
rally presented to the house by Mr Cur- 
wen, and read ; setting, forth, “ that the 
people of Man not being represented in 
that 
when a measure affecting them and their 
posterity is introduced into the house, 
they may be deemed peculiarly entitled 
to its protection; and that the centrical 
position of the isle, and the comparatively 
low rate of duties paid to the feudal lord, 
made the isle the place of deposit for con- 
traband goods for the purpose of clandes- 
tine conveyance to the neighbouring coasts 
—the privilege of subordinate sovereignty 
being thus abused, by which the feudal 
lord benefited equally with the trader, the 
necessity of re-acquiring it became obvi- 
us; and the treasury was therefore autho- 
rized, in the year 1726, to purchase the 
isle from the then proprietors: in the year 
1735 the Atholl family became possessed 
of the isle; and from that time it would 
seem that the proprietors expected to sell, 
until the year 1705, when the bargain was 
coucluded between the treasury and the 
then duke and duchess of Atholl, for 
70,000 1, the sum asked by the noble pro- 
prietors; and that this bargain received 
the sanction of parliament; and besides 
the price required, bis majesty was pleased, 
as an act of gracious bounty, to bestow on 


the duke and duchess a pension of 2,0001. 
a year upon the Irish establishment ; and 
that the late duke of Atholl surviving this 
sale about nine years, made no complaint 
of inadequacy of price ; and the present 
noble petitioner, for sixteen years after the 
death of the late duke, although the house 
have witnessed other measures on his part 
designed to affect the isle, yet no disco- 
very appears to have been made of this 
alledged inadequacy; and that in the year 
1790 a bill, assuming the possibility of this 
inadequacy, was, indeed, laid before the 
house, but it was afterwards withdrawn 3 
and that in the year 1$01 application was 
made to his Majesty for further compen- 
sation, which was referred to the privy 
council, and by them to the then attorney 
and sollicitor general, whose report and 
that founded on ex parte evidence, the pe- 
titioners have reason to believe was against 
this claim ; the petitioners, then, viewing 
this compact between parties in stations so 
elevated, thus deliberately and advisedly 
made, thus solemnly ratified, thus long 
acquiesced in, thus confirmed by the ac- 
ceptance of additional royal bounty, which - 
has already doubled the price demanded, 
do most humbly enquire, if such a com- 
pact, forty years after its completion, be 
suffered to be questioned, what then is 
sacred and binding between man and man? 
and that the revenue of the island has 
been greatly increased within these few 
years by additional duties laid on importa- 
tions by the British parliament at the re- 
commendation of the duke of Atholl, and 
with a view, as it now appears, to the pre- 
sent application. Ifthis increased revense 
is to be made subject to a rent-charge pay- 
able to his grace, the petitioners cannot 
consider these additional duties in any 
other light than a direct tax ou the people 
for bis grace’s private advantage; and 
therefore praying, that they may be heard 
by their counsel against the imposing oa 
the revenue of the Isle of Man any heredi- 
tary rent-charge or other burthen in fa- 
vour of the duke of Atbol]l.” And the said 
petitions were severally ordered to lieupon 
the table. 

[Mitirary Commissioners’ Bitt.] Oa 
the report of this bill being brought up, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer observed, 
that the object of the amendment con- 
tended for lust night was, in his opinion, 
not sufficiently provided for by the words 
that were adopted ; and, he should there- 
fore propose an amendment upon the former 
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one, to this effect: ‘*-That the commis- 
sioners be directed to enquire into any 
profits made by persons in office, holding 
sums, or balances of public money in their 
hands, or by any agents or other persons 
on their account.” 

Mr. Grey acquiesced in the proposal ; 
but having observed that the military hos- 
pital, academy, and Asylum, were speci- 
fied, he suggested that the medical board 
should also be included. 

Mr. For was of opinion, that instead of 
leaving any enquiry into former abuses to 
the discretion of the commissioners, as 
the bill did, were any distinction to be 
made, the reverse should rather be the 
case. Matters of form, and such as were 
of secondary moment, might be fairly left 
to their discretion ; but it was singular to 
leave it to their option whether they were 
at all to do that which ought properly to 
be enjoined them as aduty. The enquiry 
should at least, he thought, go as far back 

as the year 1793, and though the extent of 
it might be left to their discretion, yet the 
enquiry itself should not be made a pro- 
viso. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
against any limitation in respect to time, 
and was not altogether unwilling, which 
he apprehended would meet pretty nearly 
the honourable gentleman’s idea, that the 
commissioners should be directed to en- 
quire into former abuses as far as they 
should think expedient, leaving both the 
time, the degree, and manner of en- 
quiry, discretionary. —These amendments 
were severally agreed to, and the bill 
ordered to be read a third time on Tues- 
day next. 

_PNavat Commissioners’ Renewat 
Bitt.] On the report of this bill being 
brought up, 

Admiral Markham proposed that as 
Chelsea Hospital was included in the bill 
for military enquiry, this bill should in like 
manner embrace Greenwich Hospital as 
# subject of enquiry. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer observed, 
that as this amendment affected the origi- 
nal form of the bill, it would for that pur- 
pose be necessary to re-commit it, and 
moved the committee accordingly.—The 
house having resumed, the report was 
agreed to, and the bill ordered to be read 
a third time on Tuesday next. . 

weut into a committee on the Irish election 
bill. On the first clause. being read, 
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Mr. Maurice Fitagerald expressed his 
Opinion,.that there was no necessity for 
hurrying the bill forward with so much 
precipitation, especially as it was one of 
the provisions of which the people of Ire. 
and were utterly ignorant, and which 
went to disfranchise a number of indivi- 
duals. He therefore moved, that the 
chairman do leave the chair. 

Mr. G. Ponsonby seconded the motion, 
and said he would willingly attend the hon, 
gent. who brought forward this bill (colone} 
Bagwell), and give him every assistance 
in his power, to make the bill as perfect - 
as possible, on condition that it should 
afterwards be printed, and submitted to 
the people ef Ireland for their considera- 
tion, till the next sessions.—A very long 
and desultory conversation then ensued, 
with respect to the registry of freeholds, &c, 
in Ireland. The question, being, however, 
loudly called for, a division took place on 
the question that the chairman of the com. 
mittee do leave the chair; on which there 
appeared, ayes, 19; noes, 35; majo. 
rity, 16. ‘The committee then proceeded, 
and went through the several clauses of 
the bill, in which several verbal amend- 
ments were introduced, and several clau- 
ses totally omitted. ‘The report was then 
received, and the bill ordered to be printed 
and taken into further consideration on 
Wednesday next.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 20. 
{Mrxutes.] Their lordships proceeded 
further in the appeal Redington v. Reding- 
ton. Mr. Romilly was heard in continua- 


tion, and Mr. Agar on behalf of the re- . 


spondent.—On the second reading of 
Moore’s Divorce bill, Mr. Adam was heard 
on the part of the applicant, and evidence 
was examined to prove the fact of adultery 
committed by Mrs. Moore. After which 
the bill was ordered to be committcd on 
Friday.— The Land Tax Commissioners 
Name bill, the Property.Tax Amendment 
bill, and Irish First Fruits bills were read 
a second time.—Mr. Alexander brought up 
the Irish Commonable Lands bill, the Slate 
Duty bill, the Pancras Poor bill, and several 
private bills, which were all read a first time. 
On the Irish Commonable Lands bill, the 
lord chancellor said, he felt it his duty to 
cail most emphatically their lordships’ most 
serious aud Cautious attention to the mea- 
sure. It was a bill which went, or rather 
attempted, to divide and partition, by one 


mo 
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sweeping act, the common lands of Ire- 
Jand, It seemed to proceed upon an as- 
sumption, that it was as easy a matter to 
parcel out and divide those lands, as it 
would be to divide an estate between three 
or four members of a family. In the bill 
before them, there seemed to be no atten- 
tion paid to the rights of lords of manor ; 
no regulations with respect to tithes or 
moduses ; no provisions with respect to 
roads, or other inclosures, which, in this 
country, were, upon the cases 
arising, made the subject of separate bills; 
no provisions for reference to juries, with 
respect to contingent questions of private 
or individual property arising, in that most 
of those necessary provisions or regulations 
which were uniformly introduced iato bills 
of the kind in this country, were omitted, 
and this, in a general bill, which professed 
to do that, which was made the subject 
of distinct and separate legislative mea- 
sures in this part of the united kingdom. 
These were considerations which . their 
lordships would have most seriously to 
attend to, when the bill should come to be 
read a second time. For his own part, he 
felt these objections to the measure so 
strongly, that he could uot suffer it to go 
even through its first stage, without expres- 
Sing them. ‘The bill lies over for a second 
reading.—The Earl of Radnor, moved, 
that the recent message from the commons 
tespecting the attendance of the Earl of 
St. Vincent, on the select committee of 
that house, be taken into consideration to- 
morrow. Ordered.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 20. 


[Minvures.] On the motion of colonel 
Stanley, the committee to whom the peti- 
tion of the duke of Atholl had been refer- 
red, were empowered to report their pro- 
ceedings to the house from time to time.— 
Mr. Creevey moved for an account of the 
salaries, fees, and emoluments of the ad- 
miralty court, the register court, and the 
marshal court. The reason was, that the 
emoluments had increased to a great de- 
gree of late years, and he thought that these 
courts ought to be separated. Sir William 
Scott observed, that he had not the smallesi 
objections to this; but it would be recol- 
lected, that he had no emolument from 
sitting in the appeal court, and that h: 
only sat there as a privy counsellor, Mr. 
Corry paid a high compliment to the abi- 
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lity and attention of the hon. baronet, and 
said that it would be matter of regret to 
every nation in Europe, if he should not 
be permitted to act in the court in ques~ 
tion. He saw no sufficient ground for the 
motions, and therefore would oppose them. 
Dr. Laurence admitted the right of any 
member of parliament to move for the 
accounts of the state of any public office, 
and it was almost a matter of course to 
grant them. But this was a court of judi- 
cature, and some strong grounds ought to 
be laid, beforesuch accounts could be grant+ 
ed. The emoluments might be greater, 
because there was more business. But 
this was not a reason of itself for any new 
regulation, After a few words from sir 
Wm. Burroughs, Mr, Sturges Bourne, Mr, 
Creevey, the Attorney-General, and Mr, 
Vansittart, the motions were put and ne- 
gatived.—Mr. Johnstone, from the office 
of the chief secretary of Ireland, presented 
an account of the number of game licen- 
ces issued in that country; which was or- 
dered to be printed.—On the motion of 
Mr. Huskisson, it was ordered, that there 
be laid before the house an account of the 
sums remaining unapplied, of the grants 
for naval service in 1800, on the Ist of 
September, in that year; and also of the 
sums actually paid in September, October, 
and November, of that year, as likewise 
of 1801.—Mr. Huskisson presented a copy 
of the orders given by the lords of the 
treasury to Claude Scott, esq. relative to 
the sale of neutral prizes.—The French 
Wine Duty bill was read a third time and 
passed.— The Spanish Wine Duty bill was 
read a sé€cond time and ordered to be 
committed. — The further consideration 
of the report of the committee on the 
bill for regulating the office of pay- 
master of the forces was postponed to 
Wednesday. — Mr. Alexander brought 
up the report of the committee of ways 
and means, which was agreed to.— 
A short conversation took place on the re~ 
solution respecting the stamp duty on 
banker’s checks in Ireland. Mr. Foster 
explained that it was not his intention to 
lay a tax upon banker’s checks; he merely 
meant to prevent a practice which pre- 
vailed in Ireland, and which was injurious 
to the revenue; the practice to which he 
alluded was, that of making banker’s checks 
‘or small suns negotiable instruments, like 
bills of exchange. If they were actually 
ulls of exchange they certainly would be 
tiable to the stamp duty, and his only 
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object was to prevent this fraud in the re- 
venue, by imposing a stamp duty upou 
checks under the value of 51. if drawn by 
@ person residing within ten miles of the 
banker, and if the check was not presented 
for payment within.two days.—A short 
conversation likewise took’ place on the 
resolution for enabling his majesty to in- 
crease the number of commissioners of 
excise in Ireland from five to seven. Mr, 
Foster stated, that the business of the com- 
missioners of excise in Ireland had of Jate 
increased so much that it would be neces- 
sary to increase their number ; and in ad- 
dition to their other duty it was proposed 
that they should now sit on the trial of re- 
venue causes instead of the sub-commis- 
sioners. After afew words from sir J. New- 
port, Mr, Fitzgerald, and Mr. Ormsby, 
the resolution was agreed to; and bills were 
ordered to be brought in upon all the re- 
solutions.—Mr. Alexander brought up the 
report of the committee on the bill for en- 
couraging the consumption of beer in Ire- 
Jand. Several amendments were intro- 


duced, and the bill was ordered to be read: 


a third time on Wednesday.—Mr. Foster 
brought in a bill for the better regulation 
of duties on Irish Malt; which was read 
a first time.—The Irish Distillery bill was 
read a second time. 

[Cornetius Grocan’s ATTAINDER.] 
Mr. Richard Martin, complained that the 
official return made to the order of the 
house, on his motion for the proceedings 
and evidence in the case of the attainder 
passed by the Irish Parliament against the 
estate of the late Cornelius Grogan, was 
totally inefficient and evasive, inasmuch 
as no partof the evidence beforé the com- 
mittee who passed that bill, had been 
produced. 

Mr. Foster adverted to the custom of 
the Irish parliament. The committee had 
been merely on the bill, and the evidence 
was not preserved. In this case it was 
clear it could not be produced, The re- 
cords had been removed since the union, 
and where the notes were to be found he 
did not know. 

Mr. Martin replied, that as the bill of 
attainder was founded upon that evidence, 
the parliament ought to have preserved 
a record of that evidence, as its own jus- 
tification ; the omission to do it was, in his 
mind, a most gross and criminal remissness 
in the officers of that parliament. Mr. 
Grogan had, in his mind, fallen an unjust 
victim to the fury and prejudice of the mo- 


\ 


ment. One of his brothers was actually 

killed in battle, fighting against the rebels; 

and another brother, his next heir, severely 

wounded in the same action; and yet this 

gentleman’s right too was included in the - 
atiainder, Not knowing how to come at 

the documents he wished for, and which 

he knew were in the custody of Mr. Thres- 

ham, clerk to the Irish house of commons, 

he said, he should move to-morrow for 

a committee to enquire into the state of 
the records of the-Irish parliament.—Ad- 

journed, 

[PxTiITION FROM HERTFORD RESPECT- 
ING THE Tento Navat Rervort.] A 
petition of the freeholders of the county 
of Hertford, convened by the high sheriff 
at Hertford, on Saturday 18th May, 1805, 
and whose names are thereunto subscribed, 
was presented to the house by Mr. Plumer 
and read ; setting forth, “ that the peti- 
tioners have received the votes of the house 
of the 8th and 10th days of April last, with 
a Satisfaction as great as have been their 
astonishment, indignation, and sorrow, 
at the gross and flagrant system of negli- 
gence and peculation which has been dis- 
closed by the commissioners of naval ene 
quiry ; and with a gratitude proportioned 
to the extensive security and important 
national advantages thence to be expected, 
the petitioners beg leave to state their firm. 
conviction, that nothing can so much con- 
tribute to the happiness of the people, the 
success of the contest in which the nation 
is engaged, and the ultimate well being 
of the country, as a system of economy plan- 
ned with prudence, adhered to with firm- 
ness, and conducted, in its details, with 
diligence, caution, and integrity; impres- 
sed as they are with this conviction, the 
petitioners entreat the house to accept 
their grateful thanks for the enquiries 
which it has already instituted : to the fur- 
ther prosecution of the object above-men- 
tioned they earnestly pray the attention 
ofthe house, and beseech them to pursue 
with effect that which they have begun 
with so much honour, and that they will 
institute and persevere in a general system 
of enquiry which shall be co-extensive 
with the abuses which may exist in the 
expenditure of the public money.” 

[PETITION FROM READING RESPECTING 
tug Tentu Navat Rerort.] A peti- 
tion of several inhabitants of the Borough 
of Reading, in the county of Berks, was 
presented to the house and read; setting 
forth, ** that the petitioners beg leave to 
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convey their sincere and hearty congra- 
tulations to the house on the votes of the 
$th and 10th days of April last, respecting 
the tenth report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry; and they trust that the 
house will continue to scrutinize, with 
unceasing perseverance, the several re- 
ports that are or may be brought before 
them, and that they will bring forth to pub- 
lic view. and contempt all persons, how- 
| ever distinguished by rank or office, who 
shall have been guilty of peculation, em- 
bezzlement, or misapplication of public 
property, and inflict on them such marks 
of disgrace, and such punishment, as will 
satisfy the expectations of an injured peo- 
ple consistently with the wisdom and 
justice of the house.” 

HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, May 21. 

(Mixvures.] The Lord Chancellor de- 
livered his opinion at considerable length 
relative to the appeal cause, Blane, esq. 
trustee of sir Andrew Cathcart, against 
the earl of Cassilis. Lis lordship thought 
that as to some parts of the property in 
dispute, the interlocutors of the court of 
session ought to be aflirmed, and with 
respect to the remainder, that Be 


to be remitted to that court for @grther 
consideration. He wished, howe¥er, for 
the sake of more accuracy, that final judg- 
ment should be postponed till Friday ; 
which was agreed to, —On the second 
reading of Lingham’s Divorce biil, Mr, 
Parke was heard on, the part of the peti- 
‘tioner, and .evidence was examined to 
prove the fact of adultery committed by 
Mrs. Lingham. The further considera- 
tion was postponed till Tuesday.—It was 
ordered, on the motion of lord Auckland, 
that an account of the proceedings which 
have obtained, within a given period, for the 
improvement of the Chest at Chatham, 
should be Jaid before the house. — The 
order of the. day’ for taking the late mes- 
sage from the commons into consideration, 
respecting the attendance of the Eatl of 
St. Vincent upon a select cominittee, be- 
ing read; Lord Ilawkesbury observed 
generally, that he conceived the usual 
practice in such cases was, that the noble 
lord adverted to in the message should, in 
his place, rise and state either his willing- 
hess or objection to attend, as requested, 
or, in his abseuce, appoint some noble lord, 
to declare for him his dispositions on that 
head; under these circumstances, should 
Vou. Y. 
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no noble. lord present be empowered to 
declare the determination of the noble earl 
in that respect; he submitted whether it 
would not be preferaole to defer the con- 
sideration of the message for a day or two? 
The lord chancellor seemed to concur in 
the propriety of what was suggested by his 
noble friend, and to think that the usual prac- 
tice in euch cases was, that the peer in ques- 
tion should’ attend in his place, and make 
the necessary declaration to the house. 
The result was, as we could collect, that 
the further consideration of the message 
was deferred till to-morrow.’ 

[Wrst Inprta Accounts.] The Earl 
of Suffolk called the attention of their lord- 
ships to the circumstance of his having 
moved some time since for the production 
of certain West India accounts; which 
was then agreed to by the house ; but none 
of which were yet produced. He wished 
to know of a noble secretary, whether these 
accounts were soon likely to be laid upon 
the table, as he meant to ground some 
important motion thereon, and the session 
approximated to its close ? : 

iyord Hawkesbury observed, that it was 
impossible to get the accounts moved for 
by the noble earl, ready for production 
within the time. ‘They were of a very vo- 
luminous nature, comprising accounts of 
all the monies drawn for from the West- 
India Islands for a number of years; the 
preparation was certainly going forward, 
in the proper offices; but he was unable 
to tell when they would be ready for pre- 
sentation. If the noble earl mentioned 
any particular items, or the accounts of 
any particular time, on which to found 
any particular proposition, they might, per- 
haps, be speedily produced. 

The Earl of Suffolk spoke in explana- 
tion, and said, he did not wish for an ace 
count of any sum lower than 2,000]. While 
the noble earl was on his legs, he begged 
leave to call their lordships’ attention to 
another case of non-production of accounts, 
He alluded to that of the proceeds of old 
naval stores, and their application. 
motion he alluded ‘to was at least a year 
and ahalf ago; and no corresponding ac- 
count had been since produced. These 
proceeds must be very considerable, when 
it was considered, that in some years not 
less than two millions were voted, for the 
service of, the navy, and the great wear 
and tear which must take place among our 
blockading squadrons. After some fur- 
ther observations, his lordship moved, fer 
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the production of those accounts, from the 
ist of December, 1804, to the 1st of De- 
cember, 1805. 

Lord Auckland observed, that, on ac- 
count of the time stated in the motion, it 
was evidently impossible it could be com- 
plied .with. The motion afterwards was 
allowed to be withdrawn for the purpose 
of its being new-modelled by the noble earl. 

[Conpucr or JupGe Fox.] The order 
of the day being moved, for .their lord- 
ships going into a committee, upon the 
motions alledged in charge against the 
above judicial character ; 

Lord Hawkesbury observed, that he 
thought the most proper and regular course 
of proceeding in the case, as it had stood 
before their lordships, was, that an ad- 
dress should be moved to his majesty on 
the occasion, embodying in such motion 
or address, a statement of the facts upon 
which the charge, giving rise to the address, 
was founded ; and then to refer the con- 
‘sideration of the whole to a committee 
of the house, for the purpose of affording 
a regular opportunity of proving at the 
bar, the allegations stated in the address. 
This line of proceeding would, he thought, 
best square with the act of settlement ; 
and, upon this ground, he should beg leave 
to suggest to his noble friend, the pro- 
priety of moving such an address, in which 
should beembodied, for the purpose he had 
mentioned, the important facts of the case. 
- The Marquis of Abercorn expressed his 
willinguess to accede to the proposition 
of the noble secretary, did such appear to 
be the sense of their lordships, as the most 
proper; for, it was his wish never again 
to be reproached with urging the adoption 
of any particular mode of proceeding, in 
preference to another. Under this im- 
pression, he should therefore readily un- 
dertake to move an address as suggested ; 
but he should content himself with simply 
moving the address, and not offer a word 
in the way of comment upon it. From the 
moment, he judged it important to. come 
forward as he had done, in a case involving 
the rights and privileges of his fellow sub- 
jects, and saw the matter placed 1 a train 
of investigation. [Ele bad carefully, as 
their lurdships must recollect, abstained 
from any observations in that house, which 
might go to affect the individual, or bias 
their lordships’ judgment on the case. On 
these grounds, he repeated he should con- 
tent himself with simply moving the ad- 
_ dress—On the motion of lord Auckland, 


the order for their lordships going into the 
committee was discharged.— Adjouried, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, May 21. 


[Mixures.] On the order of the day 
for the third reading of the bill for the 
better supplying of Market ‘Towns in Ireland 
with water, sir George Hill opposed it, on 
the ground, that it would have a partial 
operation, and subject many persons to 
rates who did not stand in need of such 
accommodation. He should make no 
objection if the heavy expence was to fall 
exclusively on those who wished for it; 
but, considering that it would be burthen- 
some as well as unnecessary in general, he 
moved, that the bill be read a third tine 
this day three mouths. Mr. Barnard and 
sir W. Burroughs spoke in favour of the 
bill; and Mr. French, sir W. Elford, and 
Mr. M‘Naghten, against it. | Mr. Foster 
considered the measure to be of conside- 
ruble importance, and such as should not 
be hastily adopted, as a general act, meant 
only for local advantage, might ultimately 
tend to the embarrassment of the whole 
country. He should therefore recommend 


it to the hon. baronet (sir G. Hill) to : 


withdraw his motion, for the purpose ‘of 
postpouing the third reading to this day 


fortnight, when gentlemen might be better 


prepared to understand it. To this, Mr. 
M‘Naghten objected, that in the course of 
a fortnight many Irish members would have 
occasion to return home; and, alter some de- 
sultory conversation, the house divided on 
sir G. Hill’s amendment ; for it 29; against 
it 27 ; majority 2. The bill was then ordered 
to be read a third time this day fortnight. 
[Inisu Secrer Service Money.] Sir 
John Newport rose to bring forward his 
promised motion, for an account of thé 
secret service money disbursed by the Irish 
government, from the year 1793 to the 
present time. Ile thought the subject one 
to which it was highly necessary to call the 
attention of parliament, asa head of public 
expenditure, under which there had been 
no investigation whatever for the last seven 
or eight years. ‘The disbursement of money 
by the government of this country, under 
a similar head, had for a long series of 


years eluded enquiry: though frequently. 


proposed, it was often rejected, like many 


other salutary objects, until at length the » 


perseverance of the house of commons 


prevailed, and the secret service money 
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_was reduced to public investigation, so far, 


at least, as it was admissible for a minister 
to disclose the objects of its application. 
Rumour had very strongly stated, that 
within the last few years very large sums 
of the public money had been disbursed 
under this head, though by an act of parlia- 
ment, the sui of secret service money was 
limited to 5,000]. annually, except in cases 
for the purposes of suppressing insurrec- 
tion or rebellion; but when it was known 
that the pension list of Ireland had doubled, 
and now amounted to 120,0001. it was high 
time for parliament to do its duty, by ex- 
amining into the branch of expenditure to 
which he alluded, ‘The pension act, -by 
the 9th and 10th section, provided that no 
more than 5,0001. per annum should be 
granted by the crown upon that establish- 
ment, until the pension list was reduced 
below a limited sum; but there was no 
guard against the grants of the lord-lieu- 
tenant. ‘The union was a measure which 
would, no doubt, herealter lead to many 
great and important purposes, when the 


minds of the people should be awakened 


to its advantages. . He did not deny, that 
the object of his motion was, to make dis- 
closures, which, to some persons, might 
not be altogether agreeable. It had not 
been concealed, that a vast sumof money 
was paid, for the purpose of bringing about 
the union, which was held out as a mea- 
sure calculated to produce the most impor- 
tant and beneficial consequences, which, 
he was sorry tO say, were not yet very 
likely to result from it. Ever since the 
year 1793, it was notorious that no account 


_ Was given to parliament of the disburse- 


ments for secret services; and he was 
sorry a noble lord who had been called 
upon to refute them was not in his place 
to wipe off the reproach from himself— 
[a general laugh, lord Castlereagh be- 
ing in his seat]. He begged the noble 
lord’s pardon, and hoped he would avail 
himself of being present to clear himself. 
He hoped that the house would now pay 
more att@ntion than formerly to the dis- 
bursements of Ireland, as the :nglish mem- 
bers were aware, that our country had to 
defray two-seventeenths of the expences, 
The expences of some, though not all, of the 
proportions in Ireland, were now before 
the house amounting to the sum of 110,000). 
and his motion would be for a secret com- 
mittee to enquire into that expenditure. 
On looking into the journals, he found a 
precedent for bis motion, in the reign of 


William and Mary, Nov. 1688, when a 
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motion was passed, calling for an account 
of the money paid for secret services to 
members of parliament, and was presented 
by Mr. Secretary Harley, in the December 
following. As he did not expect to haye 
the right of the public, to know what they 
actually did pay, disputed, he moved, 
“ that a secret committee, of 13 members, 
exclusively of such members as held any 
public offices at the will of the crown, be 
appointed to enquire into the disbursements 
of secret service money in Ireland, from 
the year 1793, to the end of 1804, inclu- 
sive, excepting such sums as may have 
been paid for the detection of ‘any conspi- 
racies, and distinguishing their respective 
amounts, and the names and services of 
the persons to whom they were paid.” 
Mr. Vansittart said, that if the hon. bart. 
merely wanted an account of the money 
laid out for secret service, there could be 
but one objection to it, and that was, that 
it was unnecessary, because the amount of 
the money to be so expended was limited 
and defined by act of parliament. But 
the hon, bart. seemed to think that there 
were other sums.of money so applied, over 
and above the sum allowed by law: if that 
were the case, if the hon. bart. could bring 
forward any fact of that kind, it certainly 
would be well worthy the attention of par- 
liament. But it certainly appeared to him 
unnecessary to go into an enquiry until 
some fact was stated to shew the expedi- 
ency of that enquiry—The act of 1793, 
to which the hon, bart. had alluded, fol- 
lowed the principle of Mr. Burke’s bill in 
this country, and limited the amount of 
money to be expended for secret service to 
a small sum; and he supposed it would not 
be denied that it would be impossible for 
any government to be carried on without 
the power of disposing of some secret ser=. 
vice money, without being obliged after- 
wards to make public the way in which it 
had been laid out. In the year 1741, an 
attempt was made in this country to enquire 
into the application of secret service mo- 
ney. It was admitted in the report of the 
committee appointed upon that occasion, 
that it was absolutely necessary that go- 
vernment should have the application of a 
‘certain sum for secret service money, with« 
out being obliged to explain the way in 
which it was expended, because that would 
defeat the very purpose of it; but it was 
stated that the sums so laid out appeared — 
to be enormous. Afterwards, by the bill 


brought in by Mr. Burke, the sum to be so 


expended by government was limited te 
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100,000].a year. In Ireland the-sum was 
still more limited ; it was fixed at 5,000I. 
a year; and he believed the hon. bart. would 
find it difficult to convince the house that 
such an expenditure could be applied to 
the bad purposes to which he had alluded. 
But he trusted that gentlemen would recol- 
lect the situation in which Ireland had 
stood for some years, and he was sure they 
could not for a moment contend, that it 
would be proper to call upon government 
to come before parliament and explain how 
every farthing of secret service money had 
been laid out during that period. 'There was 
one head of expenditure, called “ secret 
pensions,” and it must be obvious to the 
house, that government could not expose 
the names of the persons to whom they 
were paid without exposing them to ruin. 
He wished to observe, that it was not the 
practice in this country to keep any memo- 
randum of the disposal of secret service 
money after it had once been approved of 
by his majesty: he did not know whether 
this was the practice in Ireland, but cer- 
tainly a contrary one might lead to the 
most dangerous consequences.—Mr. Van- 
-sittart then read the act limiting the secret 
service money to 5,000I. a year, and con- 
tended, that it was evidently implied by 
the act, that no account was to be render- 
ed of the expenditure of that sum. The 
necessary security was obtained, not by 
having an account published of the mode 
in which the money had been expended, 
but by limiting the amountof it. The mo- 
ney laid out had al! been accounted for in 
the way prescribed by law, and the hon, 
bart. might, if he thought proper, move 
for papers, shewing the time when the re- 
spective secretaries had passed their ac- 
counts. With regard to what had fallen 
from the hon. bart. respecting pensions, it 
was wholly unconnected with the present 
subject, and therefore he would not oc- 
cupy the time of the house with any obser- 
-vations upon it at present. ‘The hon. bart. 
had'referred to some proceedings in the 
reign of king William; but they were of 
avery different nature from the account 
now called for, because there was now an 
account of the sums expended upon the 
table. The hon. bart. had also alluded to 
‘the sum expended in state prosecutions ; 
this oettaialy was a subject of regret, but 
it could not be matter of surprise, that 
such asum had been expended in four 
years, in a country in which there had re- 


_ cently been a rebellion, and since that a 


serious insurrection, and where it must be 
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confessed there still remained a great deal 
of lurking treason. Upon these grounds he 
must resist the motion, and really if he 
could account for the expenditure of the 
secret service money, he would not do it, 
from a conviction of the fatal consequences 
that might ensue. 

Mr. Dennis Browne also opposed the mo- 
tion, and observed, that certainly the no- 
ble lord (Castlereagh) did carry the mea- 
sure of union which the hon. baronet had 
so highly praised, and admitted to be of 
such high importance to the empire; and 
it was rather extraordinary that an enquiry 
should now be moved under the head of secret 
service, which seemed invidiously to glance 
at the carrying of that measure, Certainly 
large sums had been found necessary to be 
disbursed in the secret service of that coun- 
try, in order to detect and frustrate a jaco- 
binical conspiracy, which had its origin so 
early as 1790, and the application of se- 
cret service money, under the direction and 
talents of Mr, Edward Cooke, then secre- 
tary in the civil department, was most ef- 
fectual for the purpose.—The question be- 
ing loudly called for, 

Sir John Newport rose to reply. He 
observed, that as to secret service money 
disbursed for the suppression of rebellion, 


as that was specially excepted by the act 
of parliameut; but this was no reason why 
no enquiry should be made respecting the 
expenditure of the sum not so granted. 
He did not wish to disguise the object of 
his enquiry. Rumour had very strongly 
stated, that very large sums, to the amount 
of more than 25 times five thousand pounds, 
had been expended by the government of 
Ireland of very late years, in a very im- 
proper and unconstitutional way ; and to 
investigate this was the object he had in 
view. If the house rejected this enquiry, 
particularly the sums lavished for the pur- 
poses of the union, they would answer the 
public call in the same manner that sir Wm, 
D’Avenant related of lord Stair, who, 
when called upon for an account of the 
sums paid in quieting the Highlands of 
Scotland, replied, * the money is all spent, 
the Highlands are quiet, and that is the 
best account that I can give you,” In the 
same manner, the noble lord opposite him 
might say, ‘‘ the money is gone, the union 
is accomplished, and you may now be sa- 
tisfied, for that is the best account I can 
give you.”—The house then divided on the 
motion ; for it 67; against it 93; majo- 


rity 46, 


the ministers were not called on to account, | 
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{StrpeNpiary Curartes’ The 
order of the day being read for going into 
acommittee on the Stipendiary Curates’ bill, 

Lord Porchester opposed the bill as un- 
' just, illegal, and unconstitutional in its 
principle, and unwarrantably disposing of 
the property of beneficed clergymen, who, 
from illness, infirmity, or other unavoid- 
able causes, might become non-resident ; 
in which case, at the option or caprice of 
the diocesan, a gentleman was liable, by 
the bill, to be deprived of one-fifth of the 
value of his whole living, to enrich a cu- 
rate appointed by the bishop to do duty in 
his parish. It would not be denied that 
the revenues of the church were as much 
private property as any other tenures, sub- 
ject only to the condition that the clerical 
duties should be properly performed. If 
the incumbents, therefore, were not culpa- 
ble, their rights should not be affected; 
and if they found proper substitutes to 
perform their duty when circumstances 
rendered them incapable of doing so them- 
selves, it was as much as parliament had a 
right to expect of them. By the law hi- 
therto in force, the power of the bishop 
was limited to an allowance of 501. or at 
most 751. to curates, according to circum- 
stances, and he did not hear that any ap- 
plication had been made by curates, stating, 
that they had not a proper allowance, or by 
bishops, that they had not sufficient power 
to grant it to them. ‘There was no proof 
either that the incumbents did not provide 
proper persons to perform the necessary 
functions; and he would therefore ask, 
what occasion there was for this bill? If 
the measure went upon an erroneous prin- 
ciple, he was aware of nothing which could 
do away that objection. This innovation 
went to no less than to give to curates three 
times the salary that they were allowed be- 
fore, and infinitely more than ‘was neces- 
sary for providing substitutes. By this bill, 
the power of the bishop would be exorbi- 
tant; for if he thought it right to have 
more than one curate, be might appro- 
priate one-third of the whole income of 
the incumbent. ‘There were, he under- 
stood, some rectories of 3,0001. a year, 
and surely it would be preposterous to de- 
prive the person who held such a living of 
1,000]. a year, for the purposes of curacy. 
The legislators had already amerced the 
incumbents for non-residence, and it was 
rather too hard to lay this second fine upon 
them. He. strongly objected to such de- 
cisive authority being given to bishops, and 
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the more so, as the bill left no appeal. 
whatever from their fiat, but to the arch- 
bishop of Canterbury. If such a principle 
was proceeded upon, a hishop within his 
diocese would become amore uncontroul- 
able despot than any first consul or empes_ 
ror of the French. It was defective also, 
as it gave no security that the curate thus 
amply provided for, should himself be 
resident upon his cure; it did not autho. | 
rise the bishops in that respect’ to do good, 
and gave them every power of doing in- 


jury to the incumbent ; it did not go to ac- 


complish the object that was professedly 
proposed by it; and, if it was thought 
right to institute an ecclesiastical reform, 
it should be done openly, and not in so 
indirect a manner. He considered the 
measyre to be connected with circum- 
stances of extreme cruelty, in obliging the 
vicar to make great sacrifices to the detri- 
ment of his family, when grown old in the 
service of the church. The parliament had, 
some time since, decided, that a man who 
took to priests’ orders, could not, after- 
wards, turn his attention to other pursuits ; 
and, .as the present measure would tend to 
deprive youth of its prospects, and age of 
its support, he should resist the motion for 
the speaker’s leaving the chair. 

Mr. I. H. Browne defended the bill, con- 
ceiving it to be but just and necessary that 
those incumbents who did not perform the 
duty which their situation required of them, 
should be obliged to pay the curates who 
performed that duty for them. That was 
simply the object of the bill, and therefore 
he approved of it. Any faults it contain- 
ed might, in his opinion, be easily corrected 
in the committee. 

Mr. Western said, he had, on a former 
occasion, shortly stated his reasons for not 
approving this bill, and he would no , as 
briefly as possible, repeat his objections to 
it. He thought it was an attack and in- 
fringement on the property of the clergy, 
which the house had not a right to make. 
He thought also, that vesting a power in 
the bishop to give away so much of the 
revenues of the rector, as one-fifth of the 


-value of his living, was subjecting the more 


opulent members of the church to a too 
great dependence on the bishops. For 
these reasons he should object to the speak- 
er’s leaving the chair. 

Mr. Burton spoke in favour of the b'll, 
He said, the house, the glee, the tithes, 
and other property, were aot te objects 
of the bill; the real objzcis were, tue dus 
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ties of the rector, and these were very ne- 
cessary to be attended to. Nothing could 
so much insure their due performance, as 
the residence of the rector or vicar; and 
if he did not reside there, there should cer- 
tainly be a regular and ample provision fer 
the person who officiated in his place, and 
performed his sacred duty; which did not 
merely consist in reading prayers, preach- 
ing, visiting the sick, marrying persons, 
&c. but also in keeping up a respectable 
and social hospitality, and distributing alms 
in the neighbourhood. . It had been ob- 
jected, that the provisions in this bill were 
of a novel nature, and the noble lord had 
said it was a reform in the clerical system, 
The hon. members, however, who sup- 
posed this, were certainly mistaken. In 
very old times, indeed, this power had been 
vested in the bishops. As it would be easy 
to obviate many objections, and to render 
the bill more agreeable to all parties in a 
committee, he should ie vote for 
the speaker’s leaving the chair. 

Mr. C. Wynne said, he thought ther 
were some parts of the bill which were 
highly objectionable ; but as these might be 
modified, obviated, or totally altered, he 
certainly should vote that the bill go to a 
committee. 

Sir J. C. Hippisiey said, that he did not 
rise to oppose going into a committee, but 
what he ha: to say was applicable rather to 
the high duties attached to the spiritual 
functions of the clergy, and to guard 
against their violation, than to interfere with 
the temporalities of their benefices. He was 
aware that some difficulty and embarrass- 
‘ment was involved with the subject that he 
should mention, yet in a choice of difli- 
culties and evils it was ever prudent to 
choose the least. His object was to em- 
power the bishop, in certain cases, to ap- 


"point astipendiary curaté, ad interim, where 


the misconduct of any beneficed person 
should seem to demand it. It was painful 
to him to particularize the circumstances 
on which he founded his motion for these 
observations, but it was but too true, that 
in the county in which he resided, bills of 
indictment had been preferred against three 
clergymen, within a short space of time, 
in the same year, for attempts to commit 


offences at which human nature revolts. It 


was to empower the bishop to appoint a cu- 
rate when such charges came to the length 


of an indictment, that he wished to see a 
‘clause introduced in to this or some other 


_ bill; and he wished rather that it should 


be thus collaterally introduced, than make 
it the subject of a bill in itself. 


Mr. Barham was against the bill. He - 


thought it would diminish the value of liy- 
ings, and it was therefore a direct violation 
of property. Another objection to it with 
him was, that it very much increased the 
power of the bishops. It had been said 
there was no danger with them.of that be. 
ing abused. He had as high and respectful 
an opinion of the bishops of this country 
as any man could have, and believed them 
to be very good men, and highly honour- 
able characters. He should, however, vote 
against the speaker leaving the chair. 

Mr. Fellowes said he highly approved the 
bill, theugh there were some parts of it 
which he hoped to see improved in the com- 
mittee. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer denied 
the principle contended for by the noble 
lord, and the other opposers of the bill, 
that the property of a beneficed clergy- 
man in his living was of the same nature 
as his landed ‘estate. Such, indeed, was 
the property of the advowson, but such 
was the jealousy of the law on this point, 
that for the patron to sell the next presen- 
tation to that advowson, would be a si- 
moniacal bargain, The living, on the con- 
trary, was to be considered rather as a 
freehold tenure held upon certain condi- 
tions of service; but he should like to 
know where was the injustice or the tyran- 
ny in obliging a man to pay another for the 
performance of that service which he did 
not choose to perform himself, and upon 
the condition of which he held the tenure. 
The tenure of a clergyman in his living was 
also held upon the indispensable condition 
of rendering services inseparably connected 
with the religion, the morality, and the 
loyalty of the country. To whom must 
the country look for the support of loyalty 
amongst the people, but to the resident 
clergymen of the established church, who, 
by their own doctrine and example, have 
at all times so eminently promoted the 
cause of loyalty amongst their parishio- 
ners? A bill had been recently passed by 
the house, enforcing the residence of the 
clergy under the direction gf the bishops, 
to whom it gave extensive powers; which 
powers this bill restricted rather than en- 
larged ; for it only authorized the bishops 
to assign one-fifth of the income of the 
living, where it exceeded 400]. a year, to 
the maintenance of a curate to do the duty 
of aclergyman who did not chuse to do it 
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himself, or provide any other resident cler- 
gyman to do it. Now, what portion of 
‘the whole mass of the beneficed clergy in 
-England would this go to affect? Why, not 
a fortieth part: for a great number of the 
beneficed clergy already stood excused from 
residence on account of deaneries, chap- 
laincies, fellowships, and other duties else- 
where.—The question being called for, a 
division took place; ayes 57; noes 23; 
majority 34.—The house having resolved 
itself into the committee, a conversation 
took place on the clause respecting the al- 
Jowance to be made to curates, and Mr. 
Creevey submitted a proposition to alter the 
scale of allowance; upon which a division 
took place; ayes 11; noes 47 ; majority 36. 
—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, May 22. 

[Mrxvures.] Counsel were finally heard 
relative to the Irish Appeal, Reddington v. 

Reddington, viz. Mr. Plomer at some length 
in reply on the part of the appellant.— 
The bills upon the table were forwarded 
in their several stages.—The Military 
penditure Enquiry bill; the Naval -En- 
quiry Renewal bill; and the Wine Du- 
ties’ bill, were brought up from the com- 
mons, and severally read a first time. On 
the reading of the Wine Duties’ bill, the 
earl of Suffolk observed, that there had 
been a memorial presented and signed by 
a uumber of officers in the army, praying, 
‘on account of the high price of wine, and ou 
account of the excessive duties, a draw- 
back with respect to the latter in their fa- 
vour; this he thought a consideration of 
importance, which did not appear to be at- 
tended to, and he lamented that the price 
of the article was now so high, as that a4 
subaltern officer could not afford to indulge 
himself with a glass of wine. 

[Conpucr or JupGE Fox.] The order 
of the day being read, 

The Marquis of Abercorn moved an ad- 
dress to his majesty, in which were embodied 
various matters of charge against Luke Fox, 
esq. one of the judges of his muajesty’s 
court of common pleas in Ireland. The 
charges enumerated were, with a few ex- 
ceptions, those contained in the petitions 
presented, and the articles of complaint 
preferred against Mr. Justice Fox, and re- 
specting the alledged misconduct of that 
judge, while employed on one of the cir- 
cuits in Ireland, ‘The address concluded 
with praying his majesty, that therefore he 
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would be graciously pleased to remove 
the said Luke I’ox, esq. from his judicial si- 
tuation.—The noble marquis simply moved 
the address ; which being read by the clerk, 

Lord Hawkesbury said, he should move 
two propositions on the address now read 5 
first, that it be referred to the considera~ 
tion of a committee of the whole house ; 
and, secondly, that the house should re~# 
solve itself into a committee, for the pur- 
pose of enquiring into the truth of the facts 
alledged inthe said petition. —On the ques- 
tion being put, - 

Lord duckland rose, and stated a variety 
of objections against the proposed line of 
proceeding. He had frequently urged his 
sentiments as to the propriety of com~ 
mencing proceedings in that house upom 
matters of mere misdemeanour. He sub- 
initted whether it did not go to call upon 
any individual to come forward in his de- 
fence, upon matters alledged by any mem- 
ber of that house in his place? Though, at 
the same time, he confessed, that the mode 
now proposed was infinitely less excep~ 
tionable than the course adopted in the 
first instance. Besides, there was more 
than one difficulty which would attend the 
proceeding in question; they would have 
to enter upon a detailed examination of the 
whole case, and then perhaps have to cali 
upon the accused gentleman for his de- 
fence. Another consideration adverted to 
by his lordship was that of the great aud 
unavoidable expence to the parties, which , 
such a mode of proceeding must occasion. 
The very advanced period of the session 
was also to be considered; a period, at 
which all their lordships must feel it was 
almost physically impossible to get through 
the business. 

The Lord Chancellor spoke at some- 
length, and with, great ability, upon the 
question. He expressed his hope that by 
their lordships promptly and sedulously 


Japplying to the investigation of the busi- 


ness, at least, on the part of that house, it 
might be got through during the present 
session. He had to observe the great de- 
licacy of the learned person who was ac- 
cused, in abstaining from the exercise of 
his judicial functions, though to his great 
pecuniary loss, while the accusation was 
pending ; this consideration should eome 
bive with those of justice to the individual 
and to the country, to induce their lord- 
ships to make an effectual struggle speedily 
to come to a decision upon the subject. 
It had now proceeded so far, that the mu‘- 
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ter must be investigated. With respect to 
the doubts of his noble friend, as to the 


_ jurisdiction of the house, whenever the 


question upon that head, and he trusted 
that whatever should come to be discussed, 
he would meet it, and in a way, he trusted, 
to satisfy the house. If any objections 
should be made upou that principle, they 
would be discussed coolly, temperately, 
with attention, and with a determination 
to make every due and proper allowance. 
He would not now enter upon the points 
alluded to by the noble lord: _all, as expe- 
dient at present, he claimed, was, the 
power to address in cases ‘of proved mis- 
conduct of a Judge, in the execution of his 
office. This, at least, would be allowed, 
on a clear proposition, that by the princi- 
ples of the constitution, and the letter of 
the law, both houses of parliament were, 
in such a case, entrusted with a discre- 
tionary power. After expatiating upon 
these points, he stated his opinion, that 
such a case as the present, upon principles 
of policy and of justice, should be com- 
menced with reference to an address for 
removal, in that, preferably to the other 
house of parliament. With respect to the 
address, as proposed by the noble marquis, 
he submitted the expediency of leaving 
cut some particular parts of the facts 
charged, on grounds upom which the house 
was to proceed; for instance, the applica- 
tion alledged to be made by the learned 
person, to the commanding officer of a 
corps, to use his influence therewith to 
procure an address, &c. Such conduct 
would be certainly unguarded, and such 
as he could not mean to justify; but in 
the particular case, he thouglit it’ would be 
preferable to confine it to motives relative 
to the conduct of the accused, in his si- 
tuation of judge. Were these omitted, it 
would be much better, ‘and, as the case 
stood, there was a pressing duty upon the 
house, to enquire into the facts. As to 


the specitic line of the proceeding in the 


committee, it would cf course depend upon 
what they should find in proof, and what 
not, and it would be open for the house to 
give its instructions from time to time. 
The Earl of Carlisle strongly supported 
the objections of his noble friend (lord 


_ Auckland). Commencing with the busi- 


ness de novo, it would be impossible to get 
through it this session. Alter their inves- 
tigation, perhaps, the commons might have 
to take it up; the result of which might 
Le, to oblige their lordships to decide upon 


it in their judicial capacity. He disap- 
proved of the whole course of proceeding 
hitherto adopted. Far better would it be, 
to have put the matter in a course of im- 
peachment, at first; and, to his mind, no- 
thing short of a favourable decision of the 
house, in their judicial capacity, could 
restore the accused gentleman fully to the 
enjoyment of an unsullied character, in the 
estimation of his country. 

Lord Holland argued on the same side, 
The novelty of the case, he observed, ren- 
dered it of greater importance, and their 


lordships should be more cautious as to 


the precedent they should set. Perhaps, 
in the enquiry, impeachable matter should 
come out, which of course, would go to 
place them eventually in a judicial situa. 
tion. ‘The proposed mode would, there- 
fore, be as unfavourable to the.ends of jus- 
tice, as'to the dignity of their lordships’ 
proceedings. 

Lord Hawkesbury spoke in answer to 
some general observations made by the 
last speaker. With respect to the parti- 
cular case under consideration, he observ- 
ed, that the advanced period of the ses- 
sion, and the:circumstances’ of the delays 
which had hitherto occurred, should be a 
stimulus to their lordships to begin the 
proposed enquiry, as soon as they could, 
to go on as long as they could, and, if 
they were not able to terminate it this ses- 
sion, to do all in their power to do so. 
However, with respect to that house, he 
thought it far from impossible to conclude 
the business this session. 

The Marquis of Abercorn expressed him- 
self willing to acquiesce in what was sug- 
gested by the noble and learned lord, in 
expunging those parts of the address allud- 
ed to; but this acquiescence was founded 
in reasons very different from those which 
were urged as adequate for such an omis- 
sion. Ife could not assent to the idea, 
that a judge was not to be called to a par- 
liamentary account, except for his official 
conduct as such. ‘The noble marquis then 
explained the specific grounds on which he 
entertained no objection to expunge the 
particular parts alluded to, } 

Lord Mulgrave was of opinion, that no ar- 
ticle of charge, which would not of itself be 
sufficient to ground an address of removal, 
should be considered by the committee; 
such a regulation would tend greatly to ex- 
pedite their lordships’ decision, which he 
was inclined to think might very well be 
made this session, 
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- Lord Harrowby expressed his concur- 
rence in the opinion that’ a judge may be 
guilty of several acts, besides those he may 
commit in his judicial capacity, which 
would render his removal necessary and 
proper; there were also several acts of a 
judge, on which it may be proper to ground 
an address for removal, and still not a- 
mount to a cause for the more serious 
proceeding of impeachment.—The marquis 
of Abercorn, who had been permitted to 
withdraw the address, for the purpose of 
making the suggested omissions, returned 
the address so amended, ‘The ques- 
tions were then regularly put, and the 
address was ordered to be referred to a 
committee of the whole house on Monday 
next, for the purpose of an enquiry into 
the truth of the facts alledged there. The 
petitions, &c. which had been presented, 
relative to the complaints against Mr. Jus- 
tice Fox, were referred to the said com- 
mittee; and, on the motion of lord Hawkes- 
bury, a copy of the address was ordered to 
be furnished to Mr, Justice Fox.—Some 
conversation arising between lord Auck- 
Jand, the lord Chancellor, lord Hawkes- 
bury, and other peers, about the proper 
forms of proceeding, the attendance of Mr, 
Justice Fox, &c., these points, particu- 
Jarly the question, ““ where and how” Mr. 
Justice Fox should attend? were, on the 
motion of the lord chancellor, ordered to 
be taken into consideration on Friday 
next.—Adjourned. 
} 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, May 22. 


{Minutes.] Lord Glenbervie moved 
an address to his majesty, that he would 
be graciously pleased to order a statement 
of the proceedings of the commissioners 
for the sale and redemption of the land 
tax, &c. to be laid before the house. - Or- 
dered.——Mr,. Loveden moved, that there 
be laid before the house, an account of.all 
the monies, stocks, funds, or securities: for 
monies, standing in the name of the ac- 
countant-general of the court of chancery, 
or of the deputy remembrancer. of the 
court of exchequer at the bank of England, 
or south-sea house, being the property of 
persons suitors in these courts. Order- 
ed.—Mr. Bernard, pursuant to notice, rose 
to move that a committee be appointed to 
enquire into the tolls‘on the grand canal in 
Ireland, and what measures have been 
adopted, or may be adopted for their re- 

Vou. V, 
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duction. The hon. member prefaced his 
motion by stating the reasons that had 
induced him to postpone it so many 
different times. He had hoped that some 
amicable arrangement would have taken 
place between the’ directors general of in- 
land navigation and the grand canal com-— 
pany in Ireland, but’ finding that expecta 
tion frustrated from a late laconic answer 
ef the former board, he felt it his duty to 


‘solicit the interference of the house, as his 


constituents were materially affected by the 
tolls now levied, which exceeded any levi- 
ed in this or any other country. ‘The par- 
liament of Ireland had granted at different 
times considerable sums of money for the 
reduction of the exorbitant rates of tolls on 
the canals in Ireland. ‘These grauts had 
produced the desired effect on the Barrow 
and royal company’s canals. The rate of 
toll had also been lowered, in consequence 
ofa former grant of the Irish parliament, ” 
ten miles below Banagher, whilst the exor- 
bitant rates were continued in the King’s 
County. Above 200,0001. of the public 
money had been granted to the grand 
canal, and if the rates now levied should 
not be lowered, he could assure the house’ 
that the expected advantages would not 
be derived from it, as many persons in the 
vicinity of it now preferred land carriage. 
He therefore moved accordingly. Mr. 
Prinsep rose to second the motion, and 
stated briefly the necessity of lowering the 
tolls, in order to render the canal system 
in Ireland, for which an expence of no less 
asum than one million of the public money 
had been incurred, nationally beneficial; 


but disclaimed on his own part and that 


of the hon, mover, any wish for any reduc- 
tion of the tolls, except an adequate com- 
pensation being made to all the parties. 
After a few words from Mr. Alexander, the 
motion was agreed to, and the committee 
appointed and directed to report on the 
subject, together with their observations 
thereon to the house.—Mr. Wilberforce 
presented a petition from the inhabitants 
and manufacturers of the parish of Wake- 
field; also one from those of the parish of 
Saddleworth, both in the county of York, 
against the corn bill, which were referred 
‘to the committee to which the other peti- 
tions on the same subject had been reser 
red.—Mr. Fellowes, pursuant to notice, 
moved, “ that there be laid before the 
house a capy of the return or returns made 
to the privy council by the archbishops or 
— of the names of any persons hold- 
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ing ‘within .their respective 
dioceses: or jurisdictions, who may not 
-have resided thereon in consequence of 
exemptions or licences under the 43d of 
his majesty, chap. 84.” A long conversa- 
tion ensued, and it was at length agreed, 
on the suggestion of the Speaker, as the 
accounts were voluminous and could not 
be. speedily produced, that the accounts 
should be prepared in order to their being 
laid before the house early next session of 
parliament.-—On the motion of the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, the house went 
into 2 committee of supply, to which were 
referred the several accounts laid before 
_ the house on the 6th of March last, and on 
the.6th instant. He also moved in the 
committee thata sum notexceeding 25,000]. 
be granted for the Crinan canal ; and a sum 
not exceeding 50,0001. for the inland navi- 
gation canal, between the west and east- 
seas, by Inverness. He moved also the usual 
grauts for the clerks and other officers of 
the house, which were agreed to.—On the 
motion of Mr. Huskisson, leave was given 
to bring in a bill to allow the commis- 
sioners for auditing accounts to admit of 
vouchers in. certain cases, though not 
stamped. according to law.—A petition of 
Paul Bridson and William Stowell, esquires, 
merchants, of the Isle of Man, on behalf of 
_ themselves and the landholders, merchants, 
and inhabitants of the said isle, was pre- 
sented to the house by colonel Stanley, 
and read; setting forth, “ that the peti- 
tiouers have perused a printed case on be- 
. half of the Keys of Man, dated the 25th of 
March last, and a printed statement of the 
claim of the duke of Atholl, for a further 
compensation out of the revetiues of the 
said isle, dated the 10th-of April last ;- and 
they observe, that the said case, on behalf 
of the Keys, goes to. affect the principle of 
any compensation being granted out of 
the revenues of the said isle, or any other 
fund; which ‘the petitioners conceive is 
going further than cin be well justified, for 
the reasons therein stated; that the peti- 
tioners have the highest confidence in par- 
liament for the application of such propor- 
tion of the revenues of the said isle, as 
may be deemed necessary, from time to 
time, for the encouragement of the fishery 
thereof, promoting manufactories, and 
oiher public purposes ; and they beg leave 
_ to represent to the house, that memorials, 
to the purport and effect above-mentioned, 
were prepared and signed by upwards of 
six hundred and thirty of the merchants, 


. 


landholders, ' and principsl inhabitants ae 
the said isle, for. the purpose of being pre. 


sented to the house of Keys, but which 
were not received, the speaker informi 
them, - that the Keys had adjourned, and 


could not meet without a precept from the | 


governor; and that the petitioners have 


received directions to lay the same’ before 


the house, as expressive of the sentiments 
of a respectable and numerous proportion 
of the inhabitants of the said isle; and 
therefore praying the house to take the 
case into consideration.” Ordered, that 
the said petition do lie upon the table. 
Mr. Alexander brought up the report of 
the Stipendiary Curates’ bill, which was 
ordered to be printed...The Attorney- 
General moved, that the report be taken 
into further consideration on Friday next, 
Sir W. Dolben desired time till Monday, 
in order to take the sense of the universi- 
ties upon the measure, as their interests 
might be affected by it. A conversation 
ensued, which terminated in the acquies. 
cence of the Attorney-General, that the 
report should be taken into further consi- 
deration on Monday.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, May 23. 


[Duxe or ArHott’s Cuaim.] Colonel 
Stanley reported from the committee, to 


whom the petition of John duke of Atholl’ 


is referred; and to whom the report of the 
commissioners of enquiry relative to the 
Isle of Man, made in the year 1792, and 
all accounts respecting the revenues of 


.the said isle, which have been presented 


to the house in this session of parliament, 
are also referred ; and who were instructed 
to take into their consideration all such 
parts of ‘the said report as relate to the 
collection aud management of the revenue 
of the said isle, and likewise to examine 
into the receipts of the revenue of the 
same isle; and the disbursements thereout, 
from the 5th January 1791 to the 5th of 
January 1805; and into all balances in 


the hands of the collectors ‘or receivers of. 


the revenues of the same isle, and to report 
their observations upon all such subjects 
to the house; and to whom the several 
accounts and papers relating to the Isle of 
‘Man, which have: been presented to the 
house since the 26th day of March last; 
and also, the account of the amount of 
duties received within the _ of the 
Isle of Man upon imports and 


PARL, DEBATES, May 25, 1805~Duke of Claim. 


exports, 


a 


‘ subjects, though not represented in that 


-bitants of the Isle of Man would not be 
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between the 5th January 1798 and the 5th 
January: 1804, which was presented to‘the 
house upon the 10th day of April, in the 
last session of parliament, are also referred ; 
and who were empowered to report their 
proceedings, together with their observa- 
tions and opinion thereupon, from time to 
time, to the house; that the committee 
had examined the matters to them referred, 
and had come to several resolutions there- 
upon, which they had directed him to re- 
port to the house; and he read the report 
in his place, and afterwards delivered it in 
at the table, where the same was read; and 
thé resolutions of the committee ‘are as 
followeth, viz. “ Resolved, That the com- 
‘* mittee, having considered the documents 
and evidence which have been laid be- 
fore them, are of opinion, that the peti- 
tioner has fully established the allega- 
tions of his petition. Resolved, that 

it is the opinion of this committee, that 

‘ it would be proper to recommend to the 
house, that parliament should grant such 
farther compensation as shall seem ade- 
quate for the benefit of the petitioner 
and the other heirs-general of the 
seventh earl of Derby, according to the 
provisions of the-act of the 7th of king 

James the First, and that such compen- 
“ sation should be charged on the revenue 

‘ of the Isle of Man.” 

Mr. Curwen did not wish at this mo- 
ment to oppo:e the reception of this report, 
though he totally objected to its contents ; 
and his wish was, that the subject should 
undergo a full discussion in a committee 
of the whole house, and that the whole 
of the merits of the neble duke’s claims 
should be fairly and fully investigated. Ile 
hoped the house, in its attention to the 
claims of the Duke of Atholl, would not 
be unmindful to the complaints of a nu- 
merous and loyal body of his majesty’s 


house: and as it was the peculiar privi- 
lege of parliament as well to watch over 
the modes of raising money from the 
pockets of his majesty’s subjects, as to 
guard with vigilance its proper disburse- 
ment, so he trusted in this case the inha- 


exposed to imposts, which it was not just 
they should pay, at the mere fiat of the 
noble duke, who claimed the privilege of 
taxing them just as he pleased, of his own 
mere will arid capricé; nor suffer the pub- 
lic money: to be lavished in the payment 
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reasonable title. At least he trusted, that 
before the house would assent to the re- 
port now offered, and founded on such a 
various multiplicity of items and docu- 
ments, they would fully and fairly investi- 
gate the whole. This was not the first 
time those claims of the noble duke were 
brought forward ; they had been repeatedly 
urged, and every time in a new and diflererit 
shape from the former. They came now 
forward upon a footing totally different — 
from that on which they had been /ast sub- 
mitted to his majesty’s privy council, who, 
after four years deliberation, and after re- 
ferring the subject for the judicial consi. 
deration of his majesty’s attorney and so- 
licitor general, and receiving the elaborate 
report of those learned gentlemen upon 
the subject, decided that the duke of Atholl 
had no right to the claims he preferred. The 
noble duke claimed, under the appointmeut 
of Juines I. a power which, he thanked 
Ged, no king of this country ever enjoyed, 
a power of taxing the people at his mere 
will, This power the house of Keys, in 
the Isle of Man, who are the proper repre- 
sentatives of the inhabitants, denied; and 
this was the question now at issue. It was 
somewhat extraordinary that though those 
claims had been rejected, after four years 
deliberation, by the privy council, when a 
noble lord, now in another house (lord 
Sidmouth), was at the head of administra- 
tion—an administration which he kad sup- 
ported, which he should ever respect, and 
which he considered as a much more vi- 
gorous one than that by which it was suc- 
ceeded; yet by the privy council which 
-succeeded, after a deliberation of scarcely 
as many weeks, with the facility of turning 
to all the documents, and to the attorney 
and solicitor general, for their evidence on 
the case, they decreed that the claims were 
founded ; and this decision was confirmed 
by a committee of this house, which had 
only sat a few days. In that committee, of 
which he was a member, he opposed the 
claims; but finding that he stood alone, 
and was unable to prevail, be ceased to at- 
tend it. What he now wished was, full 
investigation before the whole house, and 
that the whole of the report and evidence - 
be printed. 
Lord Glenbervie said, that the reason. why 
the ultimate decision of the privy couneil 
was in opposition to the first, was, thata 
new memorial, stating new facts, aud 
founded upon new evidence, had been pre- 
sented biy: the noble duke, to whom it was 
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a part of the justice due that the decision 
_-should not be delayed, which might.be the 


case, if, at this late period of the session, 
the whole of those voluminous documents 
were to be printed, which, he contended, 
-were in print already; and that the hon. 


gentleman had derived his information from 


# printed copy. He concluded by moving, 


- “ that the report be taken into considera~ 


tion on Tuesday next.”-—This was opposed 


by Mr. Curwen, Mr. Creevey, Mr. Hurst, 


-Mr. Windham, and Mr. Johnstone. They 
expressed their wish, that the evidence on 
-which the report was founded should be 
printed, and stated the impossibility of 
doing that in. due time. It was indecent 
to hurry through the house in a few days, 
what had occupied the attention of the 
privy council for several years. In the 


administration of lord Sidmouth, a nega- 


tive had been put on the claims of the 
duke of Atholl, and why should that be 
reversed? The attorney and solicitor ge- 
neral had declared their opinions against 
him. If new matter had been brought 
forward since that time, the case ought to 
be again referred to the consideration of 
the law. officers, and should they report 
favourably to the noble duke, there could 
then be no objection to the admission of 


his demand.—An amendment was moved 


by Mr. Johnstone, that the report should 
be taken into consideration on Wednesday, 
the 5th of June. On the other hand, 


- Col. Stanley, lord Glenbervie, sir W, Bur- 


rowes, Mr. Ruse, Mr. I. H. Browne, and 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer, contend- 


ed that the evidence on which the com- 
mittee proceeded not being oral, but drawn 
chiefly from the able and elaborate report 
of the commissioners in 1792, already in 
the possession of the house, it would create 
a useless delay to reprint it. Since the 


_ opinion given by the law officers, additional 


and important matter had been produced. 
If the house relied implicitly on the opi- 
nion given by those officers, that would 


_ have heen an argument agajnst referring 
the subject to a committee at all, They 


had, however, thought proper to refer it 
to a committee, the decision of that com- 
mittee was now before them, and it was 
highly expedient to act upon it as speedily 
as possible. If, however, the delay of a 


day or two was considered as desirable, 


they had no objection to postpone the con- 
sideration of the report to Thursday.— 
The house then divided on Mr. John- 


it, 119; majority, 61. The report was 
then ordered to be taken into considera. 
tion on Tuesday. 

[Secect ComMITTEE ON THE ELEVENTE 
Report.] Mr. Serjeant Best.— 
rise, sir, to call the attention of the house 
to a subject, perhaps one of the most im- 
portant to its own privileges that has ever 
been agitated within these walls. From 
the eleventh report of the commissioners 
of naval enquiry, it appears, that enor- 
‘mous sums of the public money have been 
raised by loans, and disbursed for alledged 
services, by order of his majesty’s minis. 
ters, without the permission of this house, 
and without any account laid before par. 
liament of such disbursements. Sir, know- 
ing, as we do, the opinion of the public 
without doors, expressed from every part 
of the nation, of the laudable vigilance ex- 
erted by the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry, to whom other abuses have been 
referred for investigation, and feeling, as 
we must, from recent abuses in the expen- 
diture of public money, the necessity which 
exists, in times like the present, for exert- 
ing, with the utmost vigilance, the peculiar 
privilege which it is the province and the 
duty of this house at all times to exercise 
over the public finances; yet, in calling 
the attention of the house to this subject, 
I do not mean they should pronounce 
judgment against the parties implicated, 
upon the mere evidence of the report ity 
self; for although the facts stated therein 
may have been proved to the satisfaction 
of the commissioners, and we have every 
reason to rely on their veracity, still I am 
inclined to think, the house, before it pro- 
ceeds to any measures against the parties 
implicated, ought to go into the enquiry; 
and this will be the object of the motion 
which I shall have the honour of propo- 
sing this day, Sir, it cannot be necessary 
for me to remind the house, that it is the 
bounden duty of parliament to watch over 
our constitution, and to take care that no 
inroads are made upon it by any minister, 
or apy set of men; and more especially 
that part which comes so peculiarly under 
the auspices of the house of commons, 
namely, the security of the public purse. 
Sir, it is impossible for any man to look at 
the facts stated in the report on your table, © 
any more than at those other facts of a 
similar nature, that have come under your 
consideration, and not to see that the 
grossest abuses have been committed; and 
that scarcely any law has been passed for 
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the security of our constitution on those 
points, that has not been violated. I know 
not if it will be disputed, whether money 
can be raised and disbursed in this king- 
dom, for the service of the crown, without 
the consent of parliament; but that large 
sums of money have been so raised and 
disbursed, we have seen from recent and 
undeniable. facts. It, therefore, becomes 
highly necessary to ascertain whether loans 
of money can be raised from the people 
by the ministers of the crown, without the 
consent of parliament, consistently with 
the principles of the British constitution ; 
because scarcely a session of parliament 
passes without one or more votes enabling 
the minister to raise loans for the state 
upon exchequer bills; and if it be the law 
of the constitution that loans cannot be 
raised upon exchequer bills, without that 
permission, .it certainly cannot be legal to 
issue navy bills for the purpose. But 
though I may entertain no hopes of suc- 
cess in the motion which it is my purpose 
to offer, it is my duty to bring it forward, 
and at least to state to the house what for- 
mer parliaments have done in similar ca- 
ses, aud what opinion they entertained of 
the power of ministers to raise public 
loans without their permission. It ap- 
pears by a resolution of the house, passed 
on the7th of June, 1680, that if any per-| 
son whatsoever should issue exchequer 
bills, or other government securities, for 
the purpose of raising sums of money for 
the service of the crown, without the con- 
sent of parliament, he shall be responsible 
to parliament; and in other resolutions, 
the same principle is directed against any 
person who shall purchase tallies by an- 
ticipation. But, sir,.another principle is, 
that it must be obvious government cau- 
not raise loans from the public, without 
the consent of this house; for if this house 
were once to admit such a principle, or 
pass such a measure unnoticed, it would 
not only surrender the most valuable of 
its privileges, but every other privilege it 
has obtained, with that would speedily 
follow. A learned writer upon the con- 
stitution of this country (Millar) has said, 
that it has so guarded every avenue and 
passage, by wich the prerogative could in- 
vade our rights, that the crown cannot 
raise any loan or supply of public money 
without the consent of this house, and is, 
therefore, obliged the more frequently to 
call meetings of parliament, being unable 
to levy any money without their interven- 
5 


tion. . I shall quote another .instance, 
which occurred shortly after the revolution, 
to prove how jealous the. parliament was, 
in those days, of their privileges on this 
point. The instance to which I allude, 
is that of the Bank act, which, in express 
terms, debars the government from bor- 
rowing loans of money, even from the di- 
rectors of the Bank, without the consent 
of parliament: and is it probable, | ask, 
that government should be prohibited 


from borrowing money from the Bank, . 


and be left at liberty to raise loans from 
others? The fact is, tbat the restriction 
inthe Bank act was made on account of 
the connection existing between govern~ 
ment and the Bank, and to guard against 
the probable influence of the former over 
the latter, and the consequent facility of 
procuring thence loans of money. But, 
sir, itnever could have eutered into the 
apprehension of the framers of that act, 
that ministers might be at hberty to go 
into the city and search from one street to 
another to raise money by the aid of bro- 


kers. In fact, the reason why they cone -. 
fined the restriction so peculiarly to the 


Bank was, that they never once suspected 
any other means would be resorted to. 


My object therefore is to shew how such — 


evils have heen guarded against by the 
constitution. No member of this house, 
who lived within fifty years of the revolu- 
tion, could have conceived that any minis- 
ter of the crown, or any government in 
this country, would have ventured to adopt 
the measures in this way which we have 
seen practised within the last few years, 
and passed by without any enquiry. Even 
since the year 1800, independently of the 
vast number of navy bills that have beea 
issued in the ouly legal way they ought to 
have been issued, namely, for. stores and 
actual services ; and which becoming due, 
instead of being paid off, were taken up by 
issuing other navy bills, as has of late been 
the practice at the Bank, no less asum 
than 4,300,000], have been raised by the 
issuing of navy bills; and of this no com- 
munication was ever made to parliament. 
It appears, page 513 of this report, that on 
the 2d October, 1802, a letter was written 
by thesecretary of the treasury to the comp= 


troller of the navy directing him to issue - 


navy bills for the sum of 500,000]. for the 
purpose of raising that sum. One would 
imagine, by the frequent aud familiar use 
of this kind of resource, that instead of 
his majesty trusting to the house as the 
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proper channel for granting supplies, it 
‘was only necessary to issue a letter from 
the secretary of the treasury to authorize 
‘the raising of enormous sums -upon navy 
bills. But, sir, my objection goes equal- 
Jy to small sums as wellas large ; because 
if you admit a small sum to be thus raised 
to-day, a large one will be raised in like 
manner to-morrow. In the process of a 
little time, any sum, however enormous or 
urinecessary, may be raised by the crown, 
without the consent of this house. In this 
ease, sir, it appears, that the order from 
the treasury issued on the 24th of October; 
‘on the 10th of November the money was 
‘raised; ‘parliament sat the very next day, 
yet no communication whatever was made 
to this house. It is unnecessary for me 
to state what would have been the opinion 
of parliament in other times upon a pro- 
ceeding of this sort. It is however clear, 
that the enormous sum I have stated has 
been raised without any application for 
‘the assent of the house of commons. ‘It is 
‘sufficient for me to say, that this sum was 
raised at periods, during great part of 
which parliament was sitting; and that no 
communication whatever was made. Now, 
‘sir, if it be not lawful for the government 
to faise money without the consent of par- 
‘Trament, will any man say this transaction 
is legal? What, I ask, is the pretence to 
justify it? State-necessity will, I allow, at 
times arise, that may authorize such con- 
duet in a minister; but it cannot prevail 
for two years together, nor supersede the 
‘duty of communication to parliament. As 
‘the acts stands, it is illegal, All I ask, 
then, is, for the house to go into the en- 
quiry, and let it be for those gentlemen on 
the other side of the house to shew the 
‘existence of any state-necessity, not by 
statements here, but by regular evidence 
before a committee: By law the crown is 
restricted from borrowing money for any 
purpose, even for paying debts, without 
the consent of parliament; and here no 
new circumstance appears, for which a mi- 
‘nister could notshave been prepared to 
justify the measure upon the ground of 
exigency. But, sir, there is another cir- 
‘eumstance of which I complain still more 
than of that which I have stated: for 
though I feel that, on the part of ministers, 
standing in the situation they do, it was a 
digh violation of the law of the nape as 
d-understand the report (and I 1 be 


glad to find I have misunderstood it) ; 


59] | PARL. DEBATES, Mav 28, 1805.—Serjeant Best's Motion for a Select [69 


from the explanation I shall this day re. 
ceive (I allude to the manner in whick 
they have paid away the money, and 
which, in my mind, is’ still more repre 
hensible than the mode of. raising it); it 
was surely their duty to have sobenittih 


‘the whole of the circumstances under 


which they acted to parliament, and the 
proof of necessity would ‘have obviated all 
objections to complete indemnification. In 
page 449 of the Report, you find, by the 
question put to sir Andrew Snape Ha. 
mond, and his answer thereto, that those 
bills were issued for the purpose of raising 
money, and not for stores furnished, or 
actual services rendered, which would 
have been the only legal ground; and in 
the next statement you find them stated as 
bills regularly issued for stores received 
and services rendered. This, sir, was 4 
most gross imposition upon the house; 
for instead of being issued to: discharge 
debts to come due in the course of the 
current year, they are appropriated to pay 
the debts of former years; and those are 
circumstances which, if parliament bad not 
been imposed on, it would never have sanc- 


tioned or consented to such a violation of - 


its own privileges. Such a conduct, sir, I 
submit, was in the highest degree repre. 
hensible, and if such attempts to impose on 
the house, by the production of false vouch 
ers or false returns, be permitted, the con- 
sequence must be to destroy all confidence 
in the accounts stated by ministers. No 
transaction can be more repugnant to law: 
possibly it may be explained away; but 
until I have other proofs, I must agree 
with the opinion expressed by the commis- 
sioners in their report, that they see no 
reason why there should have been any 
departure from the usual form of proceed- 
ing, and resort had to such measures as 
these ; measures which, I believe, would 
never havé been discovered, but would 
have remained for ever concealed from the 
house, had it not been for the talents and 
vigilance of the commissioners of naval 
enquiry. Hf it was possible that any such 
state-necessity could exist for two years, 
what becomes of the boasting statements 
made during that time to this house? For 
instead of the country being in that mise- 
rable state of exigency which called for 
such desperate expedients, the right hon, 
gent. constantly stated, in pompous lan. 
guage, that we had abundant resources to 
carry on the war in which we were enga- 
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_ can shew that I have totally mistaken that 


. Whereas, it would now appear, we 
were ina state of poverty. I can suggest 
but.one of two reasons that could actuate 
any minister in such a case ; namely, that 
either his estimates must have been short 
of the proper amount, or a part of the mo- 
ney voted for naval services must have 
been employed for the purposes of the 
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vice; and therefore it could not be sup 
plied from any sum for the appropriatioa. 
of which ministers are respousible. - What: 
security then has the house for the disposal’ 
of such money? not.even the oath of the 
minister, aS in the case of such sérvice 5: 
nothing but a mere assertion ; in which case, 
I beg to ask whether parliament can: be 


army, or some other service; and this said to have any control at all? Bat if this 


too would be another instance of violation 
of the law, which strictly forbids the ap- 
plication of money, voted for one purpose, 
being appropriated to any other. How 
has it happened that money was not pro- 
vided, when the navy bills are issued at 
three months, and therefore could not 
come by surprize?—Sir, I think I have 
proved that there is ground to charge his 
majesty’s ministers in this case with a vio- 
lation of the law, a misapplication of the 
public money, and a gross deception upon 
this house; and unless the right hon. gent. 


report, and justify his own conduct, it 
must be plain that he has violated the con- 
stitution, At all events, I have shewn 
enough to prove the necessity of going into 
enquiry.—I have to complain, in the next 
place, of another violation of law, in taking 
from under the control of the lords of the 
udotiralty those transactions, for the suc- 
cess or failure of which they only are re- 
sponsible, and transferring them to that of 
the secretary of the lords of the treasut, 
who have no more to do with them offici- 
ally than the lord chancellor. Sir, I will 
say, that any commands so given to any 
paval officer, not sanctioned by the first 
lord of the admiralty, ought not to have 
been obeyed. It has been settled by an 
order of council, as appears in page 499, 
that all naval juries must be directed by 
the lords of the Admiralty, and any differ- 
ence uf opinion be ultimately subject to 
the control of the first lord; -all navy 
contracts, except for secret.service, must 
be made under his direction. You will 
find, that 100,000]. has been raised by 
navy bills, for secret service, by the same 
illegal mode, But it must be obvious, that 
pavy bills cannot be legally issued for secret 
services ; the proper fund provided by law 
for secret services being the civil list, under 
what is’ called the civil list act. And the 
right hon. gent. who introduced that bill, 
so framed it, because he knew no other 
proper source, as ministers were responsi- 
ble to parliament for all sums voted them 
for specific service, but not for secret ser- 


is the sort of guietus by which a minister is 
to cover the expenditure of such a sum as 
95,0001. in one instance stated to be paid 
toa man whose name even is not men« 
tioned, and 16,0001. in another, for ser- 
vices of too delicate a nature, forsooth, 
to be disclosed even. to the commissio- 
ners. of enquiry,-I know not to what exe 
tent profusion irresponsibility may 
travel pari passu, But his majesty’s imi«: 
nisters, not satisfied with violating the 
law, violate even the rules laid down 
themselves. If, however, the commissio- 
ners of the navy, and those: of naval en- 
quiry, are men not fit to be entrusted with 
such confidence, they are unworthy of their 
offices, and ought to be dismissed. 1 ad-- 
mire, however, this fastidious delicacy, 
which can disburse such sums as 95,0001. 
in one instance, and 16,0001. in another, 
without even a memorandum of the mode 
of expenditure, while the latter turns out 
to be the ever memorable stone expedition, 
known to every waterman on the-river long 
before it was attempted, in vain, to be car« 
ried into effect.—Having now, sir, stated 
to the house, the ground of my motion, I 
do not call upon it to pronounce judgment. 
We stand upon a different footing from that’ 
of a former night, when you, sir, by your 
decision, did so mfuch honour to yourself 
and the high and important station you fill. 
There our judgment was warranted by the 
admission of the party accused; but here 
we have no such ground to go upon. The 
house, however, is called upon to inves. 
tigate, and the right hon. gent. has told us 
that he will not oppose any investigation, 
as far as it goes towards his own conduct ; 
but whether it is his pleasure or not, it is not 
for us to enquire. It is our duty to inves- 
tigate.s We owe it to the country. His 
majesty’s ministers may, perhaps, make 
out a case for their own justification, but 


only wisely and justly, but according to 
law. I have in my band an old statute of 
William III. which lays it down @s an in- 
dispensable maxim, that ‘all kinys and 
queens, who assume the goverament of this 


they are bound to govern the country, not: 
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» shall be bound to administer 
it according to the laws of the laud, and 
uot by their own will, caprice, or private 
judgment; and that no minister shall be 


_ allowed to.depart trom this law with.impu- 


nity. Sir, it was objected to the motion 
of an hon. friend of mine (Mr, Fox), for 
the emancipation of the catholics the other 
night, that it could not be granted, because 
it was contrary to- the established law of 
the state, and might endauger the consti- 
tution. E-hope, sir, the same srcupulous 
regard for that law and that constitution, 
will operate also in this case, and that no 
minister will be allowed to violate either. I 
shall now move .you, sir, ‘* that a select 
committee of this house be appointed to 
takednto consideration the eleventh report 
of the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
and report their opinious thereon to the 
houses”) 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, it 
would not be necessary for him to trouble 
the house long, as he was so far from wish- 
‘ing to oppose the enquiry. proposed by the 
hon: and learned gent. that the appoint- 
ment of a committee for that purpose was 
the object of his particular desire. He 
was sure the result of the enquiry would be, 
to explain the matters referred to by the 
hon. and learned gent. in a manner per- 
fectly satisfactory to the house ; and it was 
the more necessary these matters should 
be so explained, as the hon. and learned 
gent. had had room so completely to mis- 
take them. He could not, however, agree 
to the motion in its whole extent, because 
that’ part of the report which related to 
secret'service could ‘with propriety be re- 
ferred only to a secret committee. What- 
ever was not of that nature, he was ready to 
wlow to go to a select committee. As it 
might be inconvenient that two committees 
should sit at the same time on the same 
subject, the same witnesses being likely to 
be.examined by both, and perhaps to be 
wanted by both at the same time, he should 
recommend, that the committee for the 
general matter be instituted first, and when 
that committee should have made its re- 
port, the committee for the secret matter 


_ may be appointed. Though he agreed thus 


generally.in the objects of the motion, he 
could not help ofiering some observations 
on what had fallen from the hon, and learned 
gent. First, as to the idea that issuing 
fresh navy bills to renew others, or to raise 
money to pay them off tending to nothing 
else than a suspension of parliament, the 


- 


671 PARE. DEBATES. May 9%. 180% —Sericane far 


~PARL. DEBATES, May 23, '1805.—Serjeant Best's Motion for a Select (64 


sittings of which it would render unnecegs 
sary, striking at the same time at the vitals 
of the constitution, he had to observe in 
the first instance, that this was not the opi- 
nion of the commissioners of enquiry, 
whose diligence, talents, and integrity, 
were so much commended by the hon. and 
learned gent. They were satisfied with say. ' 
ing, that they did not suppose the practice 
arose from any indirect motive, though it was 
irregular. ‘The hon. and learned gent. had 
argued with more eloquence than was ne- ° 
Cessary, on a point which nobody could be 
inclined to dispute, that it was the duty of 
kings and their ministers to govern ac- 
cording tolaw.. But the hon, and learned 
gent. had overlooked the practice that had 
so Jong prevailed from session to session, 
on the necessity inevitably felt of incurring 
a navy debt from year to year, for services 
not provided for in the year preceding. 
This practice had been long recognized ‘and 
had never been complained of. A meas 
sure which he had the honour to recom- 
mend, had rendered the issue of these navy 
bills more economic, and had been the 
means of saving millions to the country in» 
the last war, This was the system of pay- 
ing all bills at the day, for if money was: 
not ready to pay thus, the credit must of 
course be impaired. ‘The reasons why the 
navy debt grew up were various, arising 
from the nature of the service, and the 
méhner in which it was provided for. The 
house voted a certain number of seamen, 
which was made the ground of a rough 
charge under all the different heads. The 
pay might perhaps be calculated with some 
accuracy, if the numbers did not vary ; but 
the wear and tear, victualling, extraor- 
dinaries, stores, and other expences, were 
necessarily uncertain in their amount, It 
would not besides be denied, that his, 
majesty, if he saw occasion, had not a 
right to increase the number of seamen’ 
employed, while parliament was not sit- 
ting. ‘The prices of stores and victualling 
fluctuated from year to year, so that it was 
impossible any estimate could preclude 
the necessity of incurring navy debt. The 
measure which had been taken, at his re 
commendation, in the last war, of in- 
creasing the allowances from 41, to 71]. a 
month, had gone very far to reduce the ac- 
cumulation ; but it was impossible to pre- 
vent the debt-altogether. ‘Ihe practice of 


issuing navy bills was as old-as the revolu- . 


tion. Fora long time the only regula- 
tion with respect to the payment of them: 
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was, that those of longest standing should 
be paid first. Thus they may be outstand- 
ing for fifty or sixty years, without any ab- 
solute obligation to pay at any precise time. 
The alteration that had been adopted in 
1794 went not to prevent the issue of bills, 
which was impossible, but to provide that 
they should be paid at the end of 15 
months. ‘The object of this regulation was 
to relieve the bills from the difliculties under 
which they laboured in the American war, 
when the uncertainty of payment rendered 
them subject to a discount of from 121. to 
181. per cent. This provision not being 
found sufficient, it was settled in 1796, 
that they should be paid at three months. 
This regulation did away the discount, and 
was the means of saving many millions to 
the nation. It was intended not to pre- 
vent the issue of the bills, but to remedy 
the depreciation of the paper, and to faci- 
litate the public service. It happened 
that some of these bills could not be paid 
at the end of the three months, from causes 
which the committee about to be appoint- 
ed would enquire into, without breaking 
in on the money reserved for the expences 
of the dock-yards, wages, and other ex- 
pences, an immediate fund for which was 
mdispensable. : It was necessary, therefore, 
to issue fresh bills to those of the former 
holders, who were willing to accept them 
as a substitute, and to raise money on the 
credit of others for those who insisted on 
payment. ‘This amounted to nothing at 
the utmost with respect to the holder than 
the payment at six months of what was be- 
fore paid at fifteen, ‘The money being 
raised for the purpose of paying bills issued 
for naval purposes, was, bona fide, ap- 
plied to naval services, and fairly accounted 
for to parliament as such. The hon. and 
learned gent. on this ground supposed a 
fictitious account, calculated to destroy 
the credit of all documents laid before par- 
liament from the public offices. He sup- 
posed the documents purported that the bills 
were for one service, while the committee 
would find they were for another. There 
was no list of the particular application of 
the sums of money voted for naval services 
laid before the house, only an account of the 
collective amount of the sum granted, stat- 
ing that it was applied to naval services, It 
was to be supposed, however, from the pro- 
fessional habits of the hon, and learned gent. 
that he would not lightly prefer a charge of 
such a serious violation of the law; and 
therefore’ it. was to be expected, that from 


whatsoever source he might have derived 
them, he should come to the committee 
prepared to give proofs of the charges he 
had made; or, in failure, that he should 
return to the house prepared to retract 
them, It would be recollected that the 
year 1800 was a year of peculiar difficul- 
ties, We had an internal visitation of scar- 
city, which was not only a cause of gene- 
ral distress, but had the effect of enhancing 
the public expences connected with the 
feeding of our fleets and armies in a very 
great degree indeed. In that year also, to- 
wards the close of it, we were menaced 
with a confederacy of the Northern Powers, 
who had assumed the character of hosti- 
lity to us on points essential to the honour 
and safety of our empire. Great exertions 
became necessary in consequence, for the 
equipment of our fleet; and the services 
of the noble lord, then at the head of the 
marine department (earl Spencer) on the 
occasion, would ever be remembered with 
gratitude. The consequence, however, was 
great difficulty, and a great increase of 
cost in most articles of naval stores. The 
increase in cost was not less than from 40 
to 80 percent. ‘This expence did not go 
on as the hon. and learned gent. supposed, 
from March 1800 to May 1802. For the 
latter part of this period, he was not re- 
sponsible, but he was willing to take the re- 
sponsibility upon him. The hon. and learned 


point; and from the manner in which the 
report adverted to it; there was reason to 
think the commissioners themselves had 
made a similar mistake. ‘The issues the 
hon, and learned gent. noticed so particu- 
larly, began in Oct. 1800, and ended in 
March 1801. . They ended as soon as the 
loan for that year afforded means of mak- 
ing arrangements for the payment of them, 
The other issue began in Sept. 1801; the 
difficulties continued to the spring of 1802. 
The preliminaries of the peace had been 


but the definitive treaty was not con- 
cluded till near the end of it. No loan 
could be made while the price of stocks 
fluctuated in the uncertainty between the 
two periods, so as to leave no room for a 
satisfactory bargain. As soon as the loan 
afforded the means of an arrangement, it 
was made, and the issue had not been since 
recurred to. He thought it right, even in 
the present stage of the business, to offer 
this explanation. He wished for the en- 


You * 


quiry, and he was sure it would be proved 
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gent. had fallen into a mistake on this © 


negotiated in the early part of this period, 
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by the accounts the committee would have 
to refer to, that the conduct so much com- 
plained of, was not deserving of censure. 
As to the ninety day bills, that could not 
be thought a subject for grave enquiry. 
Perhaps the difference between eighty-nine 
and ninety days was allowed for in the 
bargain; or the contractors might have 
thought it so little, being only 34d. in 100), 
as not to be worth attending to. Evén Mr. 
Goldsmid, whom he meutioned with re- 
spect, accustomed as he was to calcula- 
tions of this kind, had suffered this dif- 
ference to pass without notice. It was 
therefore not to be wondered that it es- 
caped the navy board; and it was hardly 
to have been expected that the house of 
commons would look to it with a microsco- 
pic eye. The thing had been, besides, cor- 
rected before the committee of enquiry had 
been instituted. With respect to the secret 
service, ha should not enter into it much. 
No disclosure could be made, consistently 
with a regard to what was due to the pub- 
lic and that good faith due to the merits of 
the individual principally concerned; but 
he did not hesitate to say he was satisfied 
the committee would find it was a service 
which it was the duty of the government 
to promote, and that the merit of the in- 
dividual principally concerned was desery- 
ing of the highest consideration. The 
circumstances did not admit of disclosure 
at the time, nor did they now. But the 
committee would report on the merits of 
the service, and that it was strictly naval 
in its nature, and intitled to be paid for 
directly out of the naval money, if it could 
have been disclosed at the time.—This he 
was sure would be made out to the satis- 
faction of the house, and of the learned 
gentleman himself. Secret service money 
was not to be issued from the civil list, 
though sums occasionally voted in aid of 
the civil list, may be so applied. The 
hon. and learned gent. could not possibly 
think, that admirals or general-oflicers on 
foreign stations, were not at liberty to ap- 
ply money to the purpose of procuring in- 
telligence, and that such money might not 
be paid out of the sums voted for army or 
navy extraordinaries. As to the stone ex- 
pedition, though the report of it may have 
reached Westminster Hall, though it may 
have reached the ears of the hon. and 
learned gent. unaccustomed as they were 
to such things, yet it may have been matter 
ot public interest to keep it as secret as 
possible, particularly before it was com- 
1 


pleted. The circumstances of the other 
service he had alluded to, could not fora 
long time be made public; and possibly 
the committee might be of opinion that they 
never could be. Enough appeared to 
shew, that the stone expedition was known 
to the first lord of the admiralty, that it 
met his approbation, and that it was a ser- 
vice perfectly naval in its nature. He had 
great satisfaction in agreeing to a coms 
mittee to enquire into the gemeral matter 
of the report. When that general report 
should be brought up, as he believed it 
might be in a very few days, he would move 
for the appointment of a secret committee, 
consisting of five members, to enquire into 
the secret matter. On these grounds he 
should move, as an amendment, that a 
committee be appointed to enquire into 
the matter of the eleventh report, “ except 
so far as relates to the 100,000I. issued for 
secret naval service.” 

Mr. For said, he should not feel it neces- 
sary to occupy the time of the house many 
minutes, as he did not mean to object to the 
division of the committee. As the right 
hon. gent, however, had thought proper to 
enter into a discussion of some of the 
topics adverted to by his learned friend, he 
trusted he should be indulged in making a 
few observations. ‘The right hon. gent. 
seemed to think that part of his learned 
friend’s argument unnecessary which 
stated, that a king of this country and 
his ministers should govern according to 
law. In this he differed from the right hon, 
gent. because there was no truth thatsbould 
be more strongly impressed on the minds 
of ministers, than that the house had the 
right to exercise its constitutional control 
over the public expenditure. The more 
they should vinvestigate, the more they 
would discover that the law of the land 
had been sacrificed to convenience. ‘T'bis 
practice had increased very considerably 
lately, and if not seasonably checked, 
might lead to consequences such as his 
hon. friend had stated. But they could 
not be carried to the extreme, as in the 


‘time of Charles II. because the sitting of 


parliament would be necessary in the end, 
in order to provide the means of paying 
the money thus raised. He was sure the 
right hon. gent. would not disallow, that 
the most essential duty of that house was 
to take care that no money should be 
raised but in a manner approved by par- 
liament, nor applied but to purposes for 
which it should be directed by parliament. 
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.were many things that required further 


The house had not given any approba- 
tion of the manner in which money had 
been raised by these bills. ‘The right hon. 
gent. had adverted to the manner in which 
navy bills were formerly issued, which 
practice he allowed to be bad, and had 
stated that the present mode had been 
adopted with a view to economy, and as 
not being incousistent with the constitu- 
tion. He had himself supported the right 
hon. gent.’s bills, because he believed the 
former practice unconstitutional, and in- 
cousistent with economy in the public ex- 
penditure. ‘That, too, had been the im- 
pression, he believed, of the right hon. 
gent. himself when he first came into par- 
liament, ard took so meritorious a part in 
the committee on the extraordinaries of 
the army, he meant the committee of which 
the first lord Camelford had been chair- 
man. It was then considered as injurious 
to, and inconsistent with the constitution. 
The right hon, gent. had substituted bilis 
at 15 months, and afterwards at 90 days. 
This altered the law, and, therefore, in a 
constitutional view he could not deem it 
correct to renew the manner that had been 
practised before that alteration.—There 


investigation, and particularly the manner 
in which this money had been finally paid. 
It should also be enquired into, whether 
these navy bills might have been continued 
consistently with law. If such a mode 
were once to be admitted, it would amount 
to au issue of navy bills without the sanction 
of parlfainent. He had himself no doubt 
that the practice was contrary to law; but 
he should not then give any final opinion. 
It was a different case altogether, the suf- 
fering the extraordinaries of the army and 
the navy debt to accumulate, from the issue 
of these fictitious bills pretendedly issued 
for services specified, when they were 
really issued to raise money ouly. ‘This 
was an irregularity which required investi- 
gation, As to the other point, that it was 
not worth referring to the committee the 
difference between the 89 and 90 days dis- 
count, he agreed with the right hon. gen- 
tleman. But he did not think that the 
circumstance having escaped the notice of 
the Messrs. Goldsmids, gentlemen, whom 
he bad not the honour to know, but of 
whose conduct he had a high opinion, was 
any argument in justification of its being 
overlooked by the navy board, because 
undoubtedly, if these gentlemen had been 
informed that they had a right to the dif- 
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the secret service money, the right hon. 
gent. had put it on a good footing, by pro- 
pasing to refer the consideration of that part 
of the report to a secret committee. As 
to the secret services in general, be thought 
it extremely desirable that the sum ex- 
pended should be accountes ‘or on oath, in 
the same manner as mouey applied to such 
services from the civil list under the pro- 
visions of Mr. Burke’s bill. As the execu- 
tive government was the channel through 
which all the sums voted for the public 
service were ta pass, it was extremely de- 
sirable that such sums should be accounted 
for to the house. But on this subject he 
should not say more till after further en- 
quiry. It appeared to him from the re- 
port, that the order of the council had not 
been complied with in the expénditure of 
this naval ‘secret service money, nor the 
authority of the lords of the admiralty at- 
tended to. As to the stone expedition, he 
was ready to admit that the first lord of the 
admiralty, if he disapproved of it, ought 
uot to give ita kind of tacit consent. But 
then his consent should have been obtain- 
ed in form and under his hand, after con- 
sulting him upon it, and not by communi- 
cating it immediately and collaterally when 
determined on. ‘The first lord of the ad- 
miralty should have signified his consent 
by his signature, and then have been re- 
sponsible for the measure.—He was glad 
that an enquiry was to take place on this 
and on other subjects, in order that it 
might be discovered in what respect the 
laws had been complied with, in what re- . 
spect they had been sacrificed to conveni- 
ence, and in what respect it would be ne- 
cessary for parliament to interfere to pre- 
vent any such sacrifices of law in future, 
unless where circumstances should call 
for it. He did not presume to deny that 
there might be exceptions, in which such 
a sacrifice would be necessary; but as the 
power of making such sacrifice was liable 
to much abuse, parliament was the more 
bound to take care that it should not be 
unnecessarily exercised. 
Sir Andrew Snape Hamond said, he had en- 
tertained hopes that the paper on the table 
would have satisfied gentlemen on the sub- 
ject of the transaction which had becn allud- 
edto. The reason why he had not had the 
intercourse with the then fiyst lord of the 
admiralty which ought to subsist between 
the first lord of the gdmiralty and the 
comptroller of the navy was, that earl St. 
Vincent had resided mostly in the country. 


ference, they would have taken it. As to 


He had consented to superintend the stone 
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expedition at the desire of the secretary of 
state, who had written to lord St. Vincent 
en the subject, and received an answer 
conveying his lordship’s approbation of the 
project. When the vessels were ready to 
sail, he wrote himself to lord St. Vincent. 
In all this he did not think there was any 
thing that could justify any refléction on 
his conduct. So far from having wished 
to make himself independent of the admi- 
ralty, he had ever wished to take tie in- 
structions of the first lord of the admiralty. 
As to the charge of having paid 90 days 
discount instead of $9, the time had been 
calculated from the day of the issue to the 
day of payment, both days inclusive, con- 
formably to what took place in the com- 
monest occurrences in life. A person taken 
into employment on one day, and dis- 
charged at the end of a month, should be 
paid for his time, including both the day 
of being engaged and the day of his. dis- 
charge, The manner of issuing the navy 
bills had been the same as was always pur- 
sued, and it was really incomprehensible 
what made the committee report on this 
point. When the new mode of issuing 
navy bills had been adopted in 1796, navy 
bills were at a discount of 15 per cent, and 
on the expenditure of seven millions in 
1797, there had been a saving of above a 
million to the public by the new mode. 
When the expenditure increased, the be- 
nefit had been greater, When the jssue 
of navy bills had been made on the 24th 
ot October, 1800, there was but 900,000I. 
in the treasury; and he asked in what 
manner the money could be so well pro- 
cured? He was happy to bear testimony 
to the conduct of the Goldsmids, ‘They 
never delayed the sums wanted a single 
day or hour. If the house knew of what 
value such punctuality was to gevernment, 
they would view this transaction in the 
Jight he did. He was happy to state, that 
the navy bills were in as much credit as 
ever; and if they should not continue so, 
Le was sure the navy service would be 
reduced to the embarrassments with which 
it had been affected during the former 
practice.—The question was then put, and 
the chancellor of the exchequer’s amend- 
ment agreed to. The committee was then 
ordered to consist of 21 members, and to 
be chosen by ballot to-morrow,~-Ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
_ Friday, May 24. 
[Mrxvres.] ‘lie final decision upon 


the Irish appeal cause, Redington v. Red- 
ington, was, after some observations from 
the lord chancellor upon the nature of the 
case, postponed till Monday.—The bilis 
upon the table were forwarded in their res 
spective stages, and several] private bills were » 
brought up from the commons, and were 
severally read a first time.—The lord 
chancellor acquainted the house that he 
had received a Jetter from a noble peer 
(the earl of St. Vincent), respecting his 
attendance on a committee on the other 
house of parliament. This was read by 
the noble and learned lord, and the pur- 
port-of it was that, were he permitted by 
the house, he did not entertain the slightest 
objection to attend the committee as re- 
quired, or to having any part of his official 
conduct examined into. Lord Auckland 
moved that a message be sent to the com- 
mons, desiring to know the grounds and 
purposes for which they required the ats 
tendance of the earl of St. Vincent, upon 
the committee appointed to enquire, &c, 
which was ordered accordingly. 
[Conpucr or Fox.] Lord 
Carlton rose, and observed, that this being 
the day appointed for the house to resolve 
into a committee to enquire into the 
charges against Mr. Justice Fox, it became 
necessary, from particular circumstances 
to request of the house the indulgence of 
postponing this enquiry a few days longer, 
Not at all from any unwillingness or im- 
promptitude on the part of the learned 
judge to meet the charges against him; 
for he begged to remind the house, that 
from the first moment that learned judge 
had heard of those charges, he professed 
not only his readiness, but his most anxi- 
ous wish to meet enquiry, and to be put 
upon the vindication of his character and 
conduct, It was his wish to have been 
heard by counsel at the bar of that house, 
and nuthing was farther from his desire 
than the slightest delay or evasion. But 
on account of the non-arrival of some 
papers material to his defence, it became 
necessary to request their lordships to 
postpone for a few days longer, the pro- 
ceedings in this business, ‘The noble and 
learned lord concluded by moving to dis- 
charge the order of the day, and to apz 
point the committee for Thyrsday next 
which was agreed to. 
[Srave or tut Navy.] Earl Darnley 
rose to bring forward his promised motion, 
in consequence of the notice he had given 
on a former day: that motion he felt it 
necessary to preface by some observation§ 
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on the subject of the enquiry'it was his 
object to propose for their lordships’ adop- 
tion; and he apprized their lordships, that 
the tenor of his motion would be directed 
to the appointment of a select committee 
to enquire into the abuses which had ob- 
tained in the naval department. It was 
particularly worthy of remark, that the 
‘Jong list of papers for which he had moved 
jn the month of March last, and which had 
been refused to him by his majesty’s mi- 
nisters, had been since granted, upon the 
motion of an hon. member in the other 
house of parliament, In order, to enable 
their lordships to enter into a full enquiry 
upon this subject, it would not only be ne- 
cessary for them to investigate those papers, 
but several others for which it was his in- 
tention to move, should the house think fit 
to adopt his motion for the committee. In 
the investigation to which he had no doubt 
their lordships would readily be induced 
to accede, he desired expressly to disclaim 
all views of personal asperity towards any 
officer of his majesty’s government. Public 
justice was his sole motive; nor had he 
any other object than to render justice to 
those who should be found to have deserve 
ed well of their country, and to discover 
and bring to account those whose conduct 
had been of the contrary tendency. The 
apers for which he had already, and might 
street move upon this subject, were for 
the purpose of enabling the house to form 
a comparison between the conduct of the 
late and present board of admiralty, and to 
ascertain which had acted most meritori- 
ously for the public service. Whether 
that board had acted most wisely and etti- 
ciently for the public defence, who had 
dismissed from the public service a number 
of useless ships which crowded, without 
strengthening our navy; which declined the 
Bins contracts for ships to the merchant- 
uilders, and preferred the building of our 
vessels of war in the king’s yards; which 
dismissed useless and ineffective officers 
and artisans, and employed only those that 
were active and efficient; which directed 
investigation into abuses and peculations 
in the various departments of his majesty’s 
dock-yards, and put a stop to the most fla- 
gitious and profligate system of profusion 
and waste of the public money; or that 
board of admiralty, which reversed this 
system, and by giving contracts for ships 
to the merchant builder, increased the 
number, but most materially impaired the 
gtrength of our navy, by crowding it with 
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ships at an enormous expence, but abso- 
lutely useles to the service. ‘The papers 
now on their lordships’ table, consisting of 
the reports of commissioners appointed by 
the other house of parliament, abouncled 
with strong instances, and laid before their 
lordships sufficient parliamentary ground 
to shew the necessity of going into the 
enquiry. In looking over those papers, 
one of. the first objects that struck his 
mind, was the purchase of some ships of 
war from the merchant builders, at, the 
enormous rate of thirty-four pounds per 
ton; some of which, nevertheless, so far 
from. being serviceable to the navy, or 
adding to its strength, were absolutely 
useless. Ile would select two for the 
present, and the house would be best able 
to judge, from the report of the officers 
appointed to command them, whether or 
not they were of use to the service. The 
one was called the Hindostan, and was 
attached to admiral Russell’s squadrea; 
and he would read from the report a let- 
ter for the captain commanding that vessel, 
his opinion of his fitness and efficiency : the 
other was called the Mediator, of which 
the house would also be enabled to jud 
from the letter of her captain. ‘Lhe noble — 
lord read the letters from the captains of 
both ships; from which it appeared that 
both were so ill built, so utterly dispro- 
portioned in their masts, rudders, ropes, 
rigging, and guns, and so high above the 
water, as to be totally unmanageable and 
unfit for service. They were both under 
tilly guns, and yet they cost the government 
as much as seventy-four gun ships built in 
his majesty’s dock-yards; and, what was 
still worse, some ships of the line were ac- 
tually stript of a principal part of their 
crews to man those useless vessels; and 
thus the means of our defence, instead of 
being strengthened, was considerably weak- 
ened, and our navy reduced to a state much 
below what it was at the time when a no- 
ble lord sat at the head of that department, 
who retired from office, and who had been, 
by certain persons to whose proceedings he 
was not friendly, censured for his conduct - 
in directing the affairs of the navy, which, 
in his (the noble speaker’s) mind merited 
the universal approbation and gratitude of 
the country, What he would wish was to 
contrast the state of the navy at present 
with that in which it stood under the di- 
rection of his noble and gallant friend. It 
might indeed have a greater number of 
ships, but were they sp wel] manned, ap- 
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poimted, or prepared to meet that active 
and enterprising enemy with whom we have 
to gontend, and who has never relaxed one 
mopient in his exertions to increase his 
strejagth, aud facilitate the accomplishment 
of lyis views against this country ? He would 
ask, his lordship, whether, when his noble, 
galkant, and venerable friend was at the 
head of the admiralty, any such event had 
occurred, as two formidable fleets of the ene- 
my; triumphantly proceeding to sea, and 
roaming no one knew whither, in despite 
of wur boasted navy and blockading sys- 
tem:; while our West India islands were 
att:.cked and ravaged by another of the 
en¢ my’s squadrons? Let their lordships 
jadze, from this circumstance, to which 
praise or censure was most due, the late or 
the present board of admiralty. Another 
~ground of condemnation was, the system 
of taking ships from the merchant con- 
tractors, instead of building them in the 
king’s dock yards, by which means a num- 
ber ofcompetitors, encouraged by those con- 
tracts, were brought into the market to out- 
bid the government in the prices of labour, 
timber, and every material for building 
and stores. Thus the expences of build- 
‘wg in the king’s yard were increased al- 
Boost in adouble ratio, If their lordships 
svould be at the trouble of examining the 
Papers upon their table, they would per- 
¢eive a most striking instance of this kind 
resulting from the contracting system, 
owhere, in the space of a few weeks, no less 
than 170 able shipwrights, in the prime of 
life, quitted the service in the king’s dock- 
yards of Depttord and Woolwich only, for 
‘the purpose of being employed at much 
higher wages in those of the merchant 
contractors, to build those very ships 
’ which, he would contend, but for this sys- 
‘tem, could be built considerably cheaper, 
as well as infinitely better, in the king’s 
yards; and he would aver that those 170 
men were competent to build the ten se- 
venty-four gun ships now contracted for at 
361. per ton. Could any case be stronger 
than this to prove the badness of the sys- 
tem on which the business of ship building 
was conducted? But if flagrant cause for 
censure existed in that department, it was 
still worse in the contracts for repairing, for 
it appeared that the repairs of the Magi- 
cieune, the Andromache, the Flora, and 
another vessel, which he named, cost, in 
17.93, the enormous sum of 65,0001. by con- 
tract, and might have been built.at the then 
contract price for little more than 40,000]. 


Here then was a palpable instance of the 
ruinous principle of repairing by con. 
tract. It was said, that in the king’s yards 
there was not room for laying down first 
rates. He denied the assertion, and stated 
that there were in all the yards, twenty 
slips large enough for first rates, which, 
supposing each to require two years in com- 
pletion, would be competent within that 
time to increase the number and strength 
of our navy greatly beyond any necessity. 
But the number of hands engaged in our 


dock-yards (greatly reduced, on account, * 


as was alledged, of the numbers dismissed 
by the first lord of the admiralty) appear- 
ed by the papers to be greater when lord 
St. Vincent went out of office, than at 
present. From the bad supply of timber, 
and the shameful mismanagement of mix- 
ing hands, all. sorts, good and bad, and 
paying all equal wages, instead of striking 
the men into classes, and employing each 
upon the work to which they were most 
competent, the business of the yards was 
most tardily conducted, and at. an enore 
mous expence. ‘The persons who pro 
ceeded in this shameful manner seemed to 
have forgotten the voluminous report on 
their lordships’ table, or to suppose at least 
that they were deterred by its magnitude 
from looking into its contents. Not inti- 
midated by this consideration, he had 
looked into it minately, and felt himself 
every where appalled by the enormity of 
the peculation, and also the profusion which 
it exhibited. Not wishing to go into pare 
ticular detail at this moment, he would 
just advert to the sixth report, which ex- 
hibited such scenes of perverseness, mis- 
management, and criminal profusion, as he 
did not thiuk it possible could have existed 
in any system, and more especially under 
the eye of a navy board, appointed to con- 
duct the business of a great nation, and 
formed of men professing character and 
competence for their post. Among other 
instances which this report presented, was 
one, where a charge had been made for 
certain repairs and additions to a ship at 
10s. and in another place, for work exe- 
cuted precisely in the same manner, 10I.; 
and yet both charges were signed by the 
navy board. How it was possible so gross 
and shameful an instance of extortion upon 
the country, as that of charging pounds in 
lieu of shillings, could have passed the 
vigilance of any public board, unexamin- 
ed, was to him utterly inconceiveable.— 
The noble lord then proceeded to exumme 
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many Other parts of the report, and upon 
the whole condemned, in the strongest 
terms, the criminal and atrocious instances 
of negligence, profusion, waste, and pe- 
culation, it exhibited. Again, the noble 
lord disclaimed all personal views in this 
enquiry, yet he could not but feel that the 
noble earl bebind him (lord St. Vincent) was 
deeply interested. He should not advert 
to the malicious rumours which had been 
industriously circulated, nor the virulent 
pamphlets, aud other scandalous libels that 
had been directed against that noble earl. 
The noble earl had been termed, by some 
authority too, the greatest enemy the 
country ever saw. But standing there as 
the friend of that noble earl, only because 
he believed him to be the friend of his 
country, for he had the honour of very 
little of his personal acquaintance, he could 
not sit down without giving (however un- 
necessary it might be) the most decided 
contradiction to such slanders [hear ! bear !] 
That noble eurl, after having vanquished 
the enemies of his country abroad, and 
crowned her standard with trophies in 
every quarter of the globe, had returned to 
vanquish her still worse enemies at home. 
That noble lord was not the patron of pe- 
culators, but the detector of abuses. He 
did not, however, call their lordships’ at- 
tention to the situation of the noble earl 
upon any consideration of his public ser- 
vices, brilliant and invaluable as they had 
been to this country; be merely besought 
for him justice at their lordships’ hands, 
avainst the base and unfounded imputa- 
tions rumoured by those who, in revenge 
for his detection of their misdeeds, had en- 
deavoured to injure his character. Instead 
of being the worst enemy of his country, 
he would aver him to have been her best 
friend. By bim it was that the enquiry was 
set on foot, which led to the detection of 
so many and such enormous frauds upon 
the country. He had set his shoulders to 
the wheels, aid in spite of art, influence, 
and evasion, undaunted by the number as 
well as the magnitude of those impedi- 
ments he had to.encounter, he pushed that 
enquiry to the utmost, and set an example 
to that house, which his country had uni- 
versally applauded, and which the noble 
lord hoped their lordships would adopt. 
Lord Darnley concluded by moving, “ that 
a select committee of their lordships be ap- 
pointed, te consist of the duke of Clarence, 
the marquis of Buckingham, lord Winchel- 
sea, lord Albemaurle, lord Ducie, lord Auck- 
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[78 
land, lord King, and four ‘or five other 
peers, to take into consideration the seve- 
ral papers on the table, respecting the state 
of the navy.” | 
Lord Melville rose, and spoke as follows i:— 
My lords; the noble lord has stated now, as 
he did when he moved for some of the pa- 
pers on your lordships’ table, two charges 
against the conduct of the board of admi- 
ralty, at which I had the honour to pre 
side. The noble lord has accused us of 
incurring a great and unnecessary expence 
by purchasing vessels which were useless, 
and unfit for service. He has also charged 
the admiralty with having been grossly in 
error, in building ships in the merchants” 
yards. ‘To these charges I trust | shafl be 
able to answer to the satisfaction of your: 
lordships; and the noble lord will do me 
the justice to recollect, that I-never made 
any objection to the enquiry which he pro- 
posed to institute, being always ready to 
meet it; nor did IT refuse my consent to 
the production of most of the papers for 
which he called, though I objected to one 
of the motions of the noble lord, because 
I was satisfied that it would create un- 
bounded trouble in the public offices to 
prepare the papers to which that motion’ 
extended, and because the production 
thereof would only burden your lordships’ 
table, without any useful information being: 
derived from them. How far I was well 
founded in this conclusion your lordships 
will now be enabled to judge.—One vo-e 
lume out of three, of which that corre- 
spondence consisted, is upon your lord. 
ships’ table; and the only use the noble 
lord has made of it has been to quote from 
it two letters. It may therefore be pre- 
sumed, that if the whole of that corre- 
spondence had been produced, it would 
have been of but little, if any, use what- 
ever.—In reviewing the arguments which 
the noble lord has introduced, I cannot help 
thinking, that he has totally mistaken the 
object of his own enquiry, as it does not 
go to institute a comparison between the 
conduct of the board of acmiralty at which 
I presided, and the former board of admi- 
ralty, but a comparison of the conduct of 
every board of admiralty that has subsisted 
for these twenty years past, the board at 
which I presided having only followed the 
example of every preceding board during 
that period, with respect to building in the 
merchants’ yards. At present I only make 
this observation generally, as I shall have 
occasion, in the sequel, to enter into a des’ 
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tailed illustration of the fact I have stated.— 
I naw come, my lords, immediately to the 
¢harge which the noble lord has brought 
against the admiralty, for having purchased 
vessels which were unfit for service, and for 
having had many of these vessels fitted and 


_ repaired in the merchants’ yards at a great 


expence.—With respect to the purthuse of 
ships, if there be any-crime in it, I plead 
guilty to the charge. Let me, however, en- 
treat your lordships to recollect what were 
your own opinions and your own feelings, 
when a noble marquis, somewhat more than 
a tweilvemonth ago, proposed to bring for- 
ward a motion relative to the defence of 
the country. Every one knew the object 
of that motion to be similar to one that had 
been brought forward in another house, 
but more especially with the view to in- 
crease the number of vessels of the smaller 
and lighter classes, of which we had not 
then by any meaus enough for the service 
for which such vessels were more particu- 
larly wanted,—namely, to contend against 
the flotillas which were collected at Bou- 
logne, and other ports on the French, I’le- 
mish, and Dutch coasts. Serious appre- 
hensions were entertained at that time 
upon this subject; in consequence of which 
I thought it my duty to give my earliest 
attention to it»—With the view therefore 
of appeasing the clamour and removing the 
dissatisfaction, which, from the want of 
vessels of the description I have just men- 
tioned, had been so generally expressed, I 
lost no time in ascertaining the exact state 
of our resources in so far as regarded every 
description of vessels,. which were either 


. then at the disposal of the crown, er which 


might be obtained in the shortest possible 
time ; and I found that to the force allot- 
ted for the service of the north sea, for the 
blockade of the enemy’s ports in the nar- 


_ Tow part of the channel, and for the pro- 


tection of our own coasts in that particular 


. direction, considerable additions might 


speedily be made. _ I therefore desired that 
fifteen armed transports, which were lying 
ot Spithead, and seven, which were. in 

ch Ryan, should be immediately ordered 
to join lord Keith, whose force, when I 
came into office, amounted to one hundred 
and twenty-one ships and vessels of war, 
exclusive of hired ships and craft of various 
descriptions.—To. the above twenty-two 
armed transports, which were all coppered, 
I found, that by giving a premium of not 
more than 80001. a further addition might 


_ quickly be obtained of thirty-nine sloops 
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and gun-brigs, which, just before the change 
at the admiralty, had.beeu contracted for, 
The whole of these vessels were, in con- 
sequence of this encouragement, brought 
forward with the greatest expedition, some 
of them months, but all of them several 
weeks, earlier than they would have been 
furnished according to the terms of the 
contracts.—Besides the vessels already 
mentioned, orders were given, as will be 
seen by the papers on your lordships’ 
table, to purchase and to build the ships 
and vessels therein described, amount. 
ing inthe whole to seventy sail.—It was 
still thought necessary to make a further 
addition to this force, and with this view 
the gun-brigs and mortar vessels have been 
contracted for since the first of June last, 
as will be seen by a reference to that do- 
cument: these amount to thirty-seven sail; 
—so that the whole force either actually 
added, or in a state of forwardness, ap- 
pears to amount to one hundred and sixty- 
eight vessels more than there were on the. 
day of my succeeding to the office of first 
lord of the admiralty.—With regard to the 
expence incurred for the purchase of the 
vessels that were brought into the service, 
little can, I think, be said in objection to 
it, although the noble lord, who opened 
the debate, has endeavoured to lay consi- 
derable stress on that point, as weil as 
upon the unfituess of some of those vessels, 
from the circumstance of their being a little 
crank from want of sufficient ballast, and 
from their not having exactly the qualities 
which vessels built especially for the pur- 
poses of war generally possess.—The Hin- 
dostan, Mediator, and Hyzna, the ships to 
which the noble lord particularly objected, 
are now all upon distant service, whither 
they have been detached with valuable 
convoys; and such other of the purchased 
vessels as are not now actually employed 


‘in the blockading squadrons off Boulogne, 


or off the Flemish and Dutch ports, are 
also appropriated to the convoy of our 
foreign or coasting trade, whereby we 
have been enabled t6 allot, for other servi- 
ces, ships of superior qualities, which must 
necessarily have been appropriated for 
convoy, if we had not had recourse to this 
measure, which circumstances at the mo- 
ment so imperiously called for. Upon 
this part of the subject now under your 
lordships’ consideration, I trust that this 
elucidation will be found to be satisfac- 
tory.—Having stated what I think will be 
sufficient to explain to your lordships the 
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grounds on which J was induced to recom- 


| — mend the increase of vessels of the smaller 


classes, and the: measures taken for that 
purpose, I will freely confess that, although 
the chief dissatisfaction prevalent in the 
public mind was on account of the defici. 
ency of small. vessels, my own apprehen- 
sions were infinitely stronger when I con- 
templated the state of the superior classes 
of ships, but more especially those of the 
line: and the more I looked into this sub- 
ject, the more serious those apprehensions 
became.—I shall now state to your lord- 
ships how far measures have been taken to 
restore the British navy to that strength 
aud vigour of which I do aflirm it stood in 
need, and which the situation of the 
country required at the time I entered 
upon the duties of my office at the admi- 
ralty.—For the purpose of obtaining accu- 
rate information upon the subject, I de- 
sired that a return might be made out, of 
the number of ships ef the line then in 
commission, together with their state and 
condition. ‘This return was accordingly 
prepared, by- which it appeared that the 
state of the ships of the line in employ was 
as follows: viz. thirty-seven, which might 
probably last five years; twenty-seven, 
three years; and seventeen were consider- 
ed as fit only for home or limited service ; 
making altogether a total of eighty-one 
ships of the line.—Considering the situa- 
tion in which the country then stood, I do 
explicitly declare, that this was not such a 
state of the fleet as circumstances appeared 
to me to require, Eighty-one ships of the 
line were certainly more than adequate in 
point of nutaber to the ships of the enemy, 
including those both of France and Hol- 
land ;. which, according to our intelligence, 
amounted to about sixty-five sail; but the 
enemies’ ships might probably, in one re- 
spect, be considered as superior. to thuse 
of this country, from the circumstance of 
their having been kept almost constantly 
in their own ports during the greater part 
of the late war, and being consequently in 
a better condition than ours, which had 
' been perpetually employed on the most 
active and arduous services: Many of our 
ships had been employed in the blockading 
service ; the tendency of which at dll times, 
but particularly in the winter season, and 
when the ships have been long in service, 
is to cause-a rapid and destructive ‘wear of 
those so employed. Besides, it is neces- 
sary to ubserve, that the report of the state 
and condition of our ships was drawn up 
Vou.V. 
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in rather too favourable a manner, as many 
of them had been already a considerable 
time in service; and though in the ten’ 
months subsequent to my entering upon. 
the duties of my office, ten or eleven addi- 
tional ships of the line were put into com- 
mission, they only sufficed to replace those 
which had been put out of commission in con- 
sequence of being unfit for further service, 
—Thus, at the end of ten months, not- 
withstanding this accession of fresh ships, 
the number of those of the line remained 
much the same as they were when I en- 
tered upon the duties of my office. But 
when I found, from the report to which [I 
have alluded, what the situation of the 
navy really was, it naturally led me to en- 
quire what were the resources to which we . 
could look for the purpose of increasing 
it, or for replacing such ships as mrst, ere 
long, become unfit for service.—i nis na- 
turally led me to enquire what ships of the 
line were building, and when they were 
likely to be completed; and I found, from 
the answers to my enquiries on this sub- — 
ject, that on the 15th of May, 1804, there 
were six ships of the line building, one of 
which was laid down in 1802, another in. 
January 1803, a third in November 1803, 
a fourth in 1802, and two which had been 
laid dawn so far back as the year 1792. 
Of these\six ships, three were expected ta 
be finished in 1805, one in 1806, and ano- 
ther in 1807. Upon this part of the sab- 
ject I shall trouble your lordships with but 
few observations. My object is to state 
facts, and to let those facts speak for them- 
selves.—When I looked for the supply 
which I was to expect for keeping up the 
British navy, I found the number of ships 
which I have just stated building in the 
king’s yards. Let us, therefore, my lords, 
see what was done by the late board of 
admiralty with respect to the building ships 
of the line from February 1801 to May 
1804. In that period it appears that five 
ships were ordered to be built-in the king’s 
yards and two in the merchants’ yards. 
But when I enquired into the state of 
these five ships of the line, so ordered to 
be built in the king’s yards, [ found that 
not even the keel of any one of them had 
beer: laid down; and the rea§on given for 
this delay was, that the ships could not 
be proceeded on ‘without more inaterials 
and more inands. All the hands in the 
king’s yards were certuinly fully employed 
in repairiug and refitting ships; aud this 
must necestar:ly be during a period of 
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_ war. To whom the want pf materials may | 
be inguable ant pretend 
state the fact. In order, however, to ob-, 

viate this difficulty, exerted every means 

inmy power to replenish our naval arse- 
nals, as will be seen upon a comparative 

View of the account now before your lord- 

ships. The report made respecting the 

state of the two ships in the merchants’ 
yards was merely that they were building, 
without stating what progress had been 
made upon them.—Surely, my lords, after 
informed of all the circumstances 
which I haye here stated, it would have 
been a dereliction of my public duty, not 
to have looked to some pther source of 
supply from whence the navy might be 
kept up; I therefore advised that recgurse 
should be had to the merchants’ yards; 
but when the orders were given to carry 
this advice into effect, I found that a pe- 

-yemptory negative had been put by the pre- 

ceding board of admiralty, upon building 

in the merchants’ yards. The negative 
put upon this mbde of building by so high 
an authority, induced me to inyestigate 


their yards, for the purpose of repairing 


in recommending the adoption of the mea- 
ire, was in consequence carried al- 


even 


frenty-eight guns werg agreed for, and of 


ut I am nevertheless of opinion, that it will 

e always necessary {or this country to have 
a certain number of them, as they are the 
description of ships which is probably, up- 
der all circumstances, the best calculated 
for the seryice of the north and the east seas, 
and are, in respect of force, equal if not 
superior, to the major part of the Dutch 
marine.—Since the measure of repairing 
in the merchants’ yards was carried into 
effect, I further advised that ten seventy. 


out delay, for the purpose of keeping up 
our fleet; and, in giving this advice, [ 
certainly expatiated most fully on the po. 
licy, as swell as the expediency of the meas 
sure.—Your lordships may probably ex- 
pect that I shoyld explain the grounds on 
which I formed my opinion in favour of 
building and repairing iv merchants’ yards. 
When I looked to the-number of slips 
for building ip the dock yards, I found 
there were only twenty-five in all. It may 
be said that these slips ought to have been 
appropriated to the purpose fur which 
they were intended ; but I found that only 
five ships, as I stated before, had been or« 
dered to be built by the late board of ads 
miralty: I found also that, duy after day, 
ships came in, requiring to be docked, res 
paired, and refitted.—In the course of ten 
months, that is, from the 15th of May, 
1$04, to the date of the returns now on 
your lordships’ table, six hundred and one 
vessels have been docked, repaired, and 
refitted, one hundred and eighty-two of 
which were docked in the king’s yards, and 
forty-seven in merchants’ yards. May I 
not ask, then, whether it could haye been 
possible to haye krought forward new ships, 
by building in the king’s yards during that 
petiod; or whether it is possible to keep 
up gur navy, by building in the king’s 
yards during the pressure of war? If, my 
lords, in advising that recourse should be 
had to the merchants’ yards, I had been pur- 
suing @ new project of my own, I might 
nave been more diffident of the measure; 
ut if I am blameable for recurring to the 
merchants’ yards for keeping up the British 
navy, I am so, with the example before 
me of lord Sandwich, lord Keppel, lord 
Howe, lord Chatham, and lord Spencer. 
During the whole period, comprising the 
nayal administrations of those noble lords, 
commencing with the year 1771, it was uni- 
formly not only their respective opinions, 
that, during the pressure of war, recourse 
lia bg had to the merchants’ yards for the 


four gun ships should be built there with- 
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the subject minutely. However, when ] . 
found that there existed no other source z 
from whence the navy could be kept up, 
py public duty demanded that I should 
_ advise that recourse shoyld again be had 
the merchants’ yards.—I found also that 
ib wns not necessary for us to-base 
recourse to the merchant builders for new 
ships, but that it was absolutely expegient 
ee, for us to avajl ourselyes of the benefit of 
ression upon my mind, I did rot hesitate 
| 
the satisfaction to say, that we are at this 
Moment deriving very material benefit from 
looktg tbe ardinary of sbe | 
observed that there were aconsidera- | 
- ble number of sixty-four gun ships; I there- | 
fare determined to eee what could be done 
yegard to the repairing of such of them | 
° as could be readily taken in hand. Fight : 
4ixty-fours, one of the small seyenty-fours, 
gea, so expeditious have the merchant 
uilders been fulfilling their agreement. 
‘The sixty-fours are, Lam aware, a an of 
chips which ig getting much out of fashion ; 
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purpose of keeping up our navy, but it was’ 
invariably théir practice whenéver great 
exertions were requiréd.—Sonie of the bést 

ships in thé service were built in thé mieér- 
chants’ yards, and of the ships of the liné’ 
in'commission whén the late’board of admit 
yalty retired, thirty-five were built in those 
yards ; a stronger evidence of the wisdom a$ 
well as of the necessity of the tieasué, 
which I have alluded, cannot, I contéive, 
béadduced. | think I neéd not your 
Jérdships What would be the situation of 
this country if we did not now posséss 
those ships.—From the yéar 1771 to 1782, 
during the administration’ of lord’ Satid= 
wich, greater exertions weré madé td in- 
creasé the navy than at any formér péridd; 
for in the course of that time onehundréd and 
fifty-five ships were built in thé merchants’ 
yards, of which thirty-five were of thé liné. 
During the administration of lord Keppel, 
in 1782 and 1783, thirty-four ships wére’ 
built in the merchants’ yards; of which 
nine were of the lines From November 

- to the end of Decémber, 1783,: no ship of 
thé line was ordered to be built either in 
the king’s'’ or merchants’ yards. Froth 
1783 to 1788, there was profound péace, 
during which time no ships of the line 
were built inthe merchants’ yards. From 
1788 to 1792, there was still peace. After 
_whieh, from 1793 to i801, was a'périod 
of war, during which we find that the pro- 
portion of ships built in merchants’ yards’ 
to those built in the king’s:yards was seven- 
teen tofive.—Thus we see, that during péace 
the building of shipsof war has been confiu- 
ed to the king’s’ yards; but that during 
war, recourse hus’ invariably béen had- to 

_ the merchants’ yards, from which three- 
fourths’ of our ships’ have been’ obtained. 
These facts entitled me to conclude, that 
there never was a time of pressuré occa- 

stoned by war, when the merchants’ yards 
Were not considéred the chief resource to 
Which we had to look for keéping up our 
fleet—Your lordships will thus perceive 
that I am not singular in thé opinions 
which I have entertained, neither do I stand 

done in the practice’ of employing the’ mer- 
chants’ yards for the purpose of building 

| or even of répairing ships for thé crown. 
No, I have done this in common with Jord 
Sandwich, lord Keppél, lord Howe; lord 
Chatham, and lord Spéncer; and these ate 
that canuot be mentioned-without re- 
spect, neither can such authofities fail to 
add weight to- ally practice: whith they may 
lave umformly: and” invariably’ 
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‘But, rity lords, this’ is not all: ath rot 
only bérie out by tHe’ opinions atid the’ 
ipracticé of thé nobl* whom: hive’ 
mentioned; but I am évén supported’ bj 

authority of thé noble ltd’ Himsel 

precédéd me iti offite. I'shall shortly 
jstdté to your lordships the grounds which 
‘authorise me to say so. ‘Phe noble’ lord is’ 


dm wrong Wrong, however,F be in’ 
regard to thé facts which stidll here state? 
‘Your lordships will judge of the inference 
‘to bé drawnr frowt them as' you may think 
proper, and the noblé lord cdii givé such 
explanution of theth as’ hé may contéive to 
‘be requisité:—Somé communitatiéns it 
seétis‘had pasted between’ the first lord of 
‘the admiralty and tle coniptroller of thé 
mavy relating to the ye of ships’ of 
war in the’ merchants’ yards. In one of 
ithése, on the 16th of Detémber, 
sir Andrew Ffaniotid thougift it his’ duty 
to sugvést to lord St. Vineént’ the’ prot 
priety of candestvending to Keep’ thé miér® 
chant builders* in good hiiour, in 
their services should be neéessary. Ad 
afterwards wroté a léttér' to lordship to 
the foliowing effect: Not lating Heard 
froth your lordship on thé of out 
“ conversation on’ Thursday thé 16th 
“ stant, respecting the‘ mérchant builders, 
T-cannot help féeelingdnxious thereupon, 
and therefore of writing 
“to your lordship this letter, to prevent 
“ atty unnecessary delay, not*having' bag 
“ any communication with thém® on’ thé 
subject.” —This' letter was written on the 
23th of December, 1802, atid’ thé day af 
ter, the noblelord returned this atiswer 
Rockets, 29th Deceihber, 1802. Sir; 
“It must be fresh’ in your recollection 
“ that I have seldont conversed: with’ you 
“ on any subject, without introducing the 
‘“‘ urgent necessity of entering’ into’ cons 
“ tracts for building as many sévénty-four 
“ gun ships as you could fmd fit persotis to 
“undertake, in every part of thé kingdom; 
cannottherefore refrain from expressing 
“ considerable surprise at thé'favour of your 
letter to me of yesterday, which requires 
“ that I should repeat in thé stréngest 
‘© terms the opitiion I have’ so frequently 
“ given. Lath, &c. Sr. Vincent.” 
letter, my lords, evidently can bear but 
one interpretation. The‘noble’earl’s 
ments most strongly expréssetl, and 
his opinion is givéti in’ the most unequivo- 
cal manner.—Is‘it then possible, my lords, 
that any that ta 


~ 


présent, atid’ hé can contradict me if 
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the other.eminent names which I have al- 
ready mentioned, I am not.to add that of 
lord St., Vincent, who, .by his own letter, 
so strongly recommends the very practice 
which the noble lord who brought forward 
the motion has condemned in me ? For here 
is evidence that lord St. Vincent ordered 
- (and with a pretty sharp rebuke to sir A. 
Hamond) that contracts should be made for 
building as many seventy-four gun ships 
as could be undertaken in any part of the 
kingdom.—Is it then reasonable that I 


should. be condemned for what has been 


the uniform practice of my predecessors 
for these thirty years past, not even ex- 
cepting the noble earl. himself, in so. far 
at least as his practice.¢an be collected 
from his opinion and. orders here expressly 
given.—But immediately after these orders 
had been given, it happened that.the first 
lord of the admiralty absented himself on 
account of indisposition; and those to 
whom he left the conduct of the business, 
during his absence, do not appear to have 
entertained exactly the same opinion on 
the subject as that which the noble lord 
conveyed in his letter to sir Andrew Ha- 
mond.—In consequence, however, of this 
sharp rebuke, sir Andrew lost no time in 
advertising for contractors to build some 
seventy-four gun ships. A fortnight only 
had however elapsed, after he had received 
the letter from lord St. Vincent directing 
him to proceed, when, to his great asto- 
nishment, the board of admiralty informed 
the navy board, that the measure. could 
not be allowed; that contracts were not 
to be made; that no ships of the line were 
to be-built any where except in the king’s 
yards, and that the use of the merchants’ 
yards sheuld be entirely discontinued.— 
Is it to be supposed, my lords, that the 
board of admiralty would have ventured 
to give an opinion, and issue orders so 
diametrically contrary to those which bad 
been issued by lora St. Vincent, without 
his concurrence and authority? No, cer- 
tainly not. I take it for granted that the 
board acted under his sanction, Admit- 
ting this to be the fact, I cannot, my lords, 
refrain from confessing that the inconsis- 
tency and contradiction are beyond my 
comprehension. They are such as I can- 
not even attempt to explain; for I am 
sure that the attempt would be vain. To 
what is it possible to ascribe this total and 
complete alteration of opinion which took 
place in one fortnight? The noble earl may 
possibly be able to assign some reasons for 


allthis, but I am at present entirely un-, 
able to conceive what they can be. ‘The 
cause could not proceed from ay 


ftate of the country and of the navy was. 
the same at the one period as at the other, 
The king’s yards were no more able to 
supply the demand at one time than at the 
other; and. the urgency could not have 
ceased on account of the five’ ships that 
had been ordered, for not even the keel of 
any one of. them was then laid down. It 
could not have ceased on account of the 
six which were coming forward, as there 
was one even of those whose keel was not 
laid down till affer the period alluded to, 
and as. the eihers had been on the stocks. 
two or three years before the time at which 


extremely urgent.—If then there was no- 
‘thing in the state of the fleet that could in 
the least degree supersede the necessity 
which the noble lord had mentioned in 
his letter, where are we to look for the 
cause of this strange alteration? To what 
possible circumstance can we attribute the 
propriety of this change of sentiment so: 
complete, and at the same time so sud- 


at aloss, It is totally impossible for me 
to account for it. If I look to the state 
of the country, I shall ook in vain. Was 
there any thing so very different in our. 
situation in the lapse of a fortnight, after 
his lordship wrote the letter to sir Andrew 
Ilamond, that could justify such a total: 
change? Surely, my lords, it will not be 
necessary for me -to contend that there 
was not. For.it is certain, that there was 
no alteration in our eondition, either as to 
security or to power, though, on the other 
hand, our enemies were equally powerful 
and equally disposed to convitce us of it, 
But, my lords, this is not all; there is some- 
thing further to be considered. Was the 
country so very secure of the continuance of 
the late peace, that all exertions to aug- 
ment our navy were rendered unnecessary? 
It is well known that it was stated from very 
high authority, that the late administra- 
tion never considered the peace as likely 
to continue long, after havmg had but a 
very short experience of the manner of 
proceeding adopted by our enemy. It 


to be so; a sort of calm that often pre- 
cedes a storm. Almost from the day. that 
the definitive treaty was signed, the cone 
duct of our adversary shewed that peace 


change. in the urgency of the case. The. | 


the noble lord stated the necessity to be so. 


den? My lords, I confess I never was more. 


was only a hollow. truce, and understood: 
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could not continue with safety, for we 
could not look supinely on, and see Irith 
every day making new accessions to his 
already too extended dominions,’ increas- 
ing his power, his resources, and perform- 
ing every act of aggression and tyranny ; 
though none of the nations on the conti- 
nent thought of opposing him, either be-; 
cause they were unable-to doso, or be- 
cause they were blind to their own inte- 
‘yests.—With the evidence of these facts, 
may we not enquire, whether such exer- 
tions were made during the peace (such 
as it was), as rendered every application to 
the merchants’ yards unnecessary, or di- 
minished the urgency of the case? There 
certainly were not, as the papers now be- 
fore your lordships evidently shew. I shall 
therefore leave it to the house to decide, 
whether or not I am warranted in what IJ 
say. Surely, then, from all these circum- 
stances, and from the state of the fleet, 
the preparations in the dock-yards, the 
few ships that had Leen ordered to be 
built, the condition of those that were ex- 
pected to be brought forward, and the state 
of the country even from the day when 
the definitive treaty was concluded, I can 
draw no conclusion whatever that can jus- 
tify the alteration of opinion which took 
place in the mind of the noble lord, or 
that could in any degree supersede the ne- 
cessity of resorting to the merchants’ 
yards.~—It is clear that there was nothiug, 
so far as we can see or conceive, that ren- 
dered the tiecessity of ships of the line less 
urgent at the time when the orders for re- 
sorting to the merchant builders were re- 
called, than there was but a fortnight be- 
fore. J must therefore declare, that, in 
my own opinion, from the system which 
has been adopted of not having recourse 
to the merchants’ yards, the greatest injury 
has been sustained by the navy of this 
country. There is besides, another cir- 
cumstance that certainly could be of no 
benefit to it; for though it is of a very 
different nature, it is nevertheless of so 
material importance, that I feel myself 
called upon to mention it. Soon after the 
correspondence to which I have adverted, 
the comptroller of the navy was ordered 
to drop all communication whatever with 
the first lord of the admiralty. At this 
circumstance I was, as your lordships may 
probably be, truly astonished; for I am 
decidedly of opinion that the business re- 
lating to the affairs of the navy cannot be 
expeditiously and properly conducted with- 
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out very frequent communications between’ 
the’ comptroller and the first lord of the’ 
admiralty; but it must be even more pro-— 
tracted if they be at all at variance—(lord 

St. Vincent nodded.) Does the noble © 
lord assent to this? If he does, 1 would 

beg leave to ask him this question: If he’ 
could not have any communication with 
the comptroller of the navy, in conse- 

quence of any differences which might sub-— 


‘sist between them, why was the comptrol- 


ler allowed to remain in his situation?’ 
Why was he not removed from his office?” 
This is the course which, in my opinion,’ 
ought most unquestionably to have ‘heen’ 
pursued ; for | am convinced that it is not’ 
possible for the first lord of the admiralty’ 
and the comptroller of the navy to ‘con-' — 
duct the business properly without fre- 
quently, fully, and intimately communi- 
cating together. It really is not within 
the compass of natural possibility. A 
man might as well attempt to walk with- 
out legs, to speak without a tongue, oF to 
write without hands. So utterly impossi- 
ble is it, that] am astonished’ how the: 
noble lord could think of dropping all 
communications with sir Andrew Ha- 
mond, and yet retain him as comptroller of 
the navy, ‘The opinion which I have 
formed of the necessity of a free and in- 
timate communication between the first 
lord of the admiralty and the comptroller 
of the navy, is founded on the experience 
which I derived whilst I presided at the 
admiralty board.—Having thus trespassed 
on your lordships’ patience, I should be 
sorry to add any thing more than what 
may be absolutely requisite. Indeed I 
cannot but regret that I have found it ne- 
cessary to be thus long (hear! hear!); 
though circumstances have compelled me 
to state these facts for your lordships’ se- 
rious consideration, as in the situation in 
which I stand it was impossible for me 
altogether to refrain from saying somes 
thing in answer to the accusations that 
have been thrown out by the noble lord 
who brought forward this motion, I’ 
have, however, endeavoured to compress 
my observations as much as possible; and‘ 
I hope your lordships will ascribe the pre- 
sent trespass-On your patience rather to 
the particular circumstances ef the case 
than to any unnecessary pfolixity on my’ 
part.—Before I sit down, it will be neces- 
sary for me to say something more upon 
the subject of building ships of the line in 
the merchants’ yards; but after the state- 
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have now given it will, I have no 
doubt, appear evident that no choice what- 
ever was left us. Ships are absolutely 
wanted, consequently the expence of build- 
ing them there must be incurred. I allow 
that the ‘price to be given is very high, 
though I am convinced that the ships might 
have been built for much less money, had 
they been undertaken some time before. 
As things were, we had no alternative. 
This is the real state of the case ; and al- 
though I do not wish te dwell upon this 
point longer than may be necessary, I must 
nevertheless observe, that if the noble lord: 
had adhered to the sentiments which he 
conveyed in his letter to the comptroller 
of the navy, and had not yielded to the 
opinions of persons who probably were 
not so well qualified to form a judgment, 
the ships in question would net only have 
been nearly ready for service, but a great 
deal of expence would have been saved to 
the nation, as the builders have: raised 
their tenders, since the above mentioned 
period, no less than ten pounds per ton, 
their demand being now thirty-six pounds 
per ton for a seventy-four gun ship, in- 
stead of twenty-six pounds, which was 
the price required in their former tender ; 
se that the expence on each ship will be 
“increased nearly one-third.—If then, my 
lerds, the expence be greater than might 
reasonably. be expected, I hope your Jord- 
ships will not lay the blame to me and my 
colleagues, as we have ouly acted as the 
necessity of the case aud circumstances re- 
- qaured. If there be blame any where, it 
must surely attach to. those who neglected 
the opportunity of executing a service, so. 
absolutely necessary, when it might have 
been performed at so much less-expence. 
_ In any event, it is surely unfair to con- 
demn. us on.this. oecasion. I trust there- 
fore that your lordships will view the mat- 
ter with your usual candour, discernment, 
and moderation ; and when you shall have 
made up your minds upon the subject, 
Ihave no hesitation in saying, that I feel 
~ confident you will be: of opinion that in- 
stead of censure we have rather deserved 
commendation.—To your lordsbips then |. 
shall.leavethe matter, with 2 full conviction 
that you will do what is just and: proper. 
The difficulties which we had to encounter, 
were great, aud. we have taken, what we com 
ceived. to be the best-means of overcoming 
them; but how far we have succeedetl, it 
rests with-your lordships to determine.—It 
may. be proper here to refer to the extracr- 


dimary assertion made by the noble lord 
who openéd the debate. He stated, that 
the navy is now in a worse condition than. 
it was when lord. St. Vincent retired; and 
to prove this, he said that the enemy’s 
squadrons had been of late traversing the 
seas without interruption.—The noble lord 
does not, surely, mean to maintain that 
the naval strength of the cquntry was in 
a better state and condition when I suc- 
ceeded the noble earl than it now is, with 
the additions which have been since made 
io it. In the loose sentences which his 
lordship delivered on this subject I pre- 
sume he intended to shew that it is under 
worse management than it was at the pe~ 
riod to which he alludes. Upon that point, 
however, I desire to'assure the noble lord, 
that if he should think proper to bring for. 
ward any charge against the military con- 
duct of the service during the time I had the 
honour to preside at the admiralty, I shall 
be most ready to meet him; but at present 
I cannot be so irregular as to enter upon. 
the subject, more especially as there are’ 
no materials before your lordships from 
which you might be enabled to form ajudg- 
ment.—The noble lord has now, as well 
as before, said, that, his object is to exa- 
vine into the comparative state of the navy’ 
at the time it was under the management 
and control of the board of admiralty at 
which the noble earl presided, and the 
board of admiralty at which | had the ho- 
nour to preside. Upon that subject the 
noble lord will not, I trust, say, that [. 
have shewn any backwardness to nieet lim, 
—I am perfectly ready to admit that there 
is @ greater appearance of activity in the 
fleets-of our enemies than there was twelve’ 
months ago; consequently it may be sup-' 
posed that their naval force is now in a 
‘mor ee flicient state than it has been siice’ 
the'commencement of the present war, or 
than it Was even during some years to- 
wards the conclusion of the’ last’ war. Tf 
this: be the fact, and of which I‘have but! 
little doubt, it evidently shews that no re~ 
‘laxation whatéver should have taken place’ 
in regard to che exertions necessary for 
preserving the naval superiority and pre-: 
eminence of Great Britain; and this’ cat’ 
only: be maintained by having-at all times’ 
such a number of ships in complete repait' 
and: good: condition us may be capable of 
meeting the fleets of our enemies, let their’ 
numbers’ be 'what'they may. It this 
ground my opinion has been formed, that! 


if. this object’ cannot. be acconiplished: by’ 
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the exertions of the king’s yards solely, re- 
course must necessarily be had to the mer- 
chants’ yards for that purpose.—There are 
yarious modes of conducting the operations 
_of our fleets, with a view to ensure safety 
‘at home, protection to our trade, and se- 
curity to our colonies and foreign posses- 
sions.—With respect to the system of block- 
ade, experience has shewn that too much 
dependence ought not to be placed on it, 
however persevering and vigilant our offi- 
cers may be; besides the great wear and 
tear which it causes in our ships is matter 
for serious consideration, Yet I am ne- 
vertheless decidedly of opjnion, that at 
certain times the blockading of the ports 
of the enemy may be not only highly po- 
litic but necessary, and may also essen- 
’ tially conduce to the interest and the se- 
curity of the country. To blockade the 
enemy’s ports at the beginning of a war, 
and when our resources may require some 
time to be brought forward, is highly proper. 
In every war, the security of the mother 
country is the first consideration. Every 
thing else must, in the nature of things, be 
considered as secondary objects. At the 
beginning of a war it may frequently hap- 
pen that this country is not exactly in such 
a state of defence as might be wished, to 
repel any sudden or serious danger. In 
this country too, however great our re- 
sources may be, it generally happens that 
they are not put very rapidly in motion; 
consequently it is necessary, until mea- 
sures are taken for the security of the coun- 
try, to blockad2 the enemy’s ports as closely 
as the nature of the service and circum- 
stances willadmit. But when thecountry is 
placed ina respectable state of defence, and 
when nothing serious is to be apprehended 
for our security at home, then I do con- 
tend, that it is extremely unwise to con- 
fine ourselves to a blockade only, instead 
of turning our attention and our efforts to 
other operations. I consider it to be un- 
wise, because we find it to be impossible 
to do it with complete effect, from the 
changeableness of the winds, ihe boisterous 
gales with which our fleets have constantly 
to contend in these seas. These circum. 
stances have, in spite of our best efforts, en- 
_abled the enemy to get out at certain times, 
and to elude the vigilance of our fleets. 
Upon this topic Fshall therefore only add 
that, when the Rochefort squadron made 
its escape, the channel fleet was actually 
-&t sea, and a detachment of it allotted to 
the blockade of that port; but, owing to 
l 


some untoward circumstances, the enemy's 
squadron had sailed some time before in- 
telligence thereof reached either lord Gard- 
ner or his majesty’s government.. The na- 
tion will not, however, I am convinced} 
notwithstanding this or the other circum. 
stances to which I have adyerted, be sa- 
tisfied if the blockading system be entirely 
abandoned, and this induced me to continue 
it inder modified instructions. —Permit me 
now, my lords, to state farther what has 
been done since the commencement of this 

ear.—Having caused a survey to be taken 
of all the ships in ordinary, with the in. 
tention of ascertaining what number could 
be repaired for active service; the expedi- 
tion with which the repairs could be effect- 
ed was not precluded from my considera- 
tion, and the result may be found in the 
papers now before you.—My object was to 
endeavour to make the fleet equal ip point 
of number to what it was during the late 
war, when it rode triumphant on the ocean, 
after gaining and securing its superiority 
by the most splendid victories that now 
adorn the anuals of this country.—The re- 
sult of the inspection is, as you will per- 
ceive, that measures have been taken by 
which no less than 26 ships of the line are 
to be added to the strength of the fleet be- 
fore the month of September next. This 
addition, with the seven ships still in the 
merchants’ docks, and two new ships to be 
launched at Deptford and Woolwich, wilt 
make the whole force amount then, in ships 
of the line, to near one hundred and twenty 
sail, a force not only adequate to our wants 
at home, but sufficiently numerous to 
guard our foreign possessions also.—Instead 
then of depending only on the uncertainty 
of following the fleets of the enemy, by 
finding out their destination, and by send- 
ing squadrons in pursuit of them, we may 
then have fleets ready to meet them where- 
ever they may go. Our commerce will 
then be pursued with a spirit proportioned 
to its increased security. *Without such a 
security the merchant and the planter will 
‘be perpetually in a state of apprehension 
‘and anxiety. The greatness of the coun 
‘try depends very materially upon its com+ 
| mercial and colonial prosperity; and to 
‘secure and protect our commerce and our 


‘ 


| porting this greatness, and of increasing 
‘the happiness and wealth of the nation.— 
Still, my lords, F am aware that much re- 
mains to be done: for unless we can pros 


\colonies will be the principal means of sup- - 


cure mote men, these numerous ships can- 
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not be of much avail. A method might, 
however, I'think, be devised, whereby men 
might be procured, and in a manner equally 


beneficial to. the interests of the mercantile 


d military marine, and whereby the two 


_ services would become more united. Some- 


thing might also, I think, be done to gain 
more completely the hearts of. those em- 
ployed in our navy, so as to make the ser- 
vice not only popular, but desirable. But 
these are points which | leave to his ma- 
jesy’s ministers, being sensible that any 
projects of this sort can only be effectually 
brought forward. under their sanction and 
authority. They are in possession ofthe 
ideas and sentiments | entertain upon this 
subject,—I shall now proceed to that part 
of the noble lord’s speech, in which he.ad- 
verts to the shipwrights of the dock-yards 
at Woolwich aud Deptford, who thought 


_proper to discharge themselves. ‘I'he no- 


ble lord says that great mischief has arisen 
from this circumstance, and from these 


- men having gone to the merchants’ yards 
for employment. 
- conceded, he must shew that their services 


But before this point be 


were indispensable at those yards ; he mus} 
also prove, that they would have been more 
useful in the king’s yards than they have 
been in the merchants’ yards. ‘The fact 
is, that these people who thus discharged 
themselves, were, with but few exceptions, 


men on whom no dependence could be 


placed ; as it-was doubtful, from their un- 
settled disposition, whether they would 
have continued, even supposing there had 
been no employment in the merchants’ 
yards.—However, notwithstanding the se- 
cession of these men, I have the satisfac- 
tion to observe that by the abstract account 
of the number of shipwrights borne in the 
king’s yards on the Ist of March last, there 
appears to be only sixty-seven less than 
there were on the 15th of May 1804, the 
day on which the noble earl retired from 
the admiralty; and since the 1st of March 
the numbers have been increasing : of the 
other descriptions of artificers, the num- 
bers are augmented in most of the classes, 
and upon the aggregate, the increase (in- 
eluding all descriptions, of persons) is no 
less than two hundred and sixty-eight since 
the 15th of May, 1804. The retreat of 
the Deptford aud Woolwich men will, I ap- 
prehend, now be considered as a matter 
too insignificant to be repeated, even by 
those noble lords whose minds may, from 
partial or exaggerated reports, have receiv- 
ed a contrary impression. At any rate, it 
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is, I trust, evident that no mischief what. 
ever has arisen from this circumstance. 
With regard to the supply of timber and. 
stores for the navy (upon which I have as 
yet only slightly touched), that is certainly, 
an object worthy of the most serious con- 
sideration ; and I am most clearly of opi- 
nion, that the yards ought, if possible, to 
be kept completely supplied with stores of 
all descriptions sufficient for three years’ 
consumption.—During the ten months that 
I presided at the board of admiralty, it was 
my endeavour to obtain stores by every 
means that could be devised, But in order 
to ensure a regular supply, some settled 
plan must be adopted; for while the profits 
of agriculture (which must, most undoubt-. 
edly, be encouraged) are so great, people 
will naturally prefer the speedy returns 
yielded by this mode of employing their 
lands, rather than . turn their attention to 
the growth of timber, which, though ul- 
timately of great value, is yet too slow in 
making a return for the capital so em- 
ployed. It is evideut that some general 
system ought to be adopted for securing a 
sufficient and permanent supply to our 
navy ; and in promoting such an object, I 
think we ought all to agree, whatever may 
be our differences of opinion on other 
points. Before I left the admiralty, I made 
no reserve of the sentiments I entertained 
as to what I thought essentially necessary 
in this respect.—It only further remains 
for me briefly to advert to the allusions 
which the noble lord has repeatedly made 
in the course of his speech to the sixth re- 
port of the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry. He says, he has only lately read 
that report, and that the facts which it con- 
tains afford many strong additional reasons 
for going inio the committee he recom- 
smends. If the noble lord, or those with 
whom he acts, be of that opinion, I can- 
not help expressing my surprise at his not 
having given aun earlier attention ‘to it, as 
that report has been on your lordships’ ta- 
ble during the whole of the session. _ Is it 
not therefore strange that its merits should 
have been but just now discovered ? I have 
not been so slow myself in regard to it, 
for I long since read it with great atten- 
tion; and having therein observed that a 
reference was made, in terms of approba- 
tion, to the mode of conducting business 
when sir Charles Middleton was comptroller 
of the navy, and that particular regret was 
expressed that a careful digest of the re- 


gulations fox the conduct of the dock-yurds 
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had not since been kept up; I conceived 
that 1 could not better promote the in- 
ferests of the navy, or the objects pointed 
out by the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
than by humbly entreating his majesty to 
jssue a Commission for the purpuse of ta- 
king into consideration the reports of the 
tommissioners cf naval enquiry, and for 
examining into the reforms therein sug- 
gested, and reporting the best and most 
effectual means for carrying into execu- 
tion all such as may appear to be useful 
‘and practicable. A commission was in 
consequence appointed, with sir Charles 
‘Middleton (now lord Barham) at the head 
of it, assisted by two able and respectable 
flag officers, and by two gentlemen whom 
‘sir Charles strongly recommended, from 
an experience he had had of their being 
eminently qualified, by their abilities and 
habits of business, to give substantial aid 
in promoting the objects intended for their 
‘consideration. The commissioners are 
now proceeding in the investigation of the 
documents referred to them, in which 
they have made material progress; and 
I have a perfect confidence that, in their 
hands, the objects which the noble lord 
‘may have in contemplation will be more 
speedily and effectually attained than they 
could be by acommittee of your lordships. 
I hope that I shall not be misinterpreted by 
any noble lord in what I now say, as it is 
my particular wish to do full justice to the 
eminent and distinguished qualifications of 
the illustrious and noble persons, whose 
names are included in the list which the no- 
ble lord who made the motion has proposed. 
But those noble persons having many avo- 
cations, their attendance in the investiga- 
tion of the business which he proposes to 
‘refer to them, cannot consequently be ex- 
‘pected during the recess of parliament.— 
‘But, with regard to the commissioners ap- 
pointed by the crown, it will be their duty 
: to pursue their researches until the objects, 
for which they have been selected, shall 
be fully accomplished.—Having submitted 
such observations as I had to offer upon 
the motion of the noble lord, I have no 
hesitation in declaring that I feel no anxiety 
as to its result. I shall therefore put no 
impediment in the way, but leave to the 
wisdom of the house to give it such coun- 
tenance as your lordships may, in your 
judgment, think best calculated to promote 
* ‘the interests of the nation and the good of 
the king’s service. 
Earl St, Vincen¢ rose, and spoke to the 
VoL. V. 


following effect: —My lords, the noble 
lord having thought proper to .go out of 
his way for the purpose of bringing charges 
against me, I trust I shall be justified in 
shortly trespassing upon your lordships’ at- 
tention, in order to repel those charges. 
The inconsistency the noble lord has so 
much dwelt upon, I can readily explain. 
I own the intention of contracting for as 
many 74-gun ships, of the smaller class, 
as the navy board could find fit merchant 
builders to undertake ; but when I was able 
to attend the board, it was shewn to me, 
that his majesty’s dock-yards were so. la- 


‘mentably unprovided with timber, that it 


would have been bad policy in the extreme, 
to have accepted any of the tenders for 
building ships in the river Thames, and a 
resolution was accordingly made to sus- 
pend the entering into contracts for build- 
ing ships in that river, until the more im- 
portant measure of furnishing the royal 
arsenals with timber was accomplished. I 
maintain that 10 ships of the line may be 
launched from the dock-yards of the king 
annually, without impeding the necessary 
repairs of ships in service, or incurring 
any additional expence in the wages of ar- 
tificers; and when it is considered how 
wretchedly most of the contract-built ships 
lately furnished to the navy have been fast- 
ened, with ragged bolts from 7 to 11 inches 
long, (many of which rolled out, or were 
drawn out by hand) instead of bolts two- 
and-twenty inches long forelocked on 
the opposite side, noble lords will see the 
positive necessity of performing the whole 


work of the navy, as it relates to building — 


and repairing, in the arsenals of his ma- 
jesty.—With respect co the ministerial com- 
munications between the first lord of the 
admiralty and the comptroller, it is one of 
the great vices of the navy board, and 
serves no other purpose but to skreen them 
from all responsibility; for when called 
upon to account for disobedience to the 
most positive orders from the superior 
board, the constant reply is, that the 
comptroller explained the reason, in a mi- 
nisterial communication with the late, first 
lord. In short, since the ill-fated mea- 
sure of putting the commissioners into com- 
mittees, and the parliamentary authority 
for secret measures, concerted between the 
comptroller and first lord, all responsibility 
has ceased, and much gross abuse,has 
arisen in the missions under the comp- 
troller’s auspices, With respect to that per- 


son, I certainly should have availed my- 
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incalculable abuses might prevail, if those 
who were at the head of the navy did nog* 
discountevance them as much as possible, 
and endeavour to detect them. In this he 
thonght at least the naval part of those 
who managed the navy should lend their 


self of the proposition of my noble friend 
Qord Sidmouth) who was then at the 
head of his majesty’s government, to re- 
move him, had not his conduct been un- 
der the investigation of the commissioners 
of naval enquiry, the result of which will,’ 
I am confident, occasion his ignominious, 
dismissal ; and, if complete justice is done,| 
at will extend to the whole board, with the. 
exception of Mr. Osborne Markham ; for, 
exclusive of him, there is not one mem- 
‘ber who does his duty to the public, or is 
competent to his office. As to the noble 
-lord’s personal attack upon me, I shall 
treat it with the contempt it deserves; but 
Ishall consider the rejection of the motion | as a shipwright; he, however, had undere 
of my noble friend as an act of great in-} stood thathis noble friend had by no means 
justice done to myself, {met with that co-operation that he might 
- The Duke of Clorence spoke at consi-| lave expected. He should now consider 
-derable length in favour of going into the | the question of the building ships for the na- 
‘proposed committee. His R. H. took The royal navy of England now con- 
‘view of the progressive increase of the|sisted of a tonnage of 530,000 tons, of 
‘British navy, and of the means thathad| which, to the honour of this country, 
‘been adopted for many years past, in dii-]144,000 had been captured from the ene- 
ferent administratious, for keeping up, and|my. Of what remained, no less than 
260,000 had been gupplied by contract. 
It would therefore appear, that but a small 
proportion indeed had been built in the 
king’s yards. ‘lhe number of shipwrights, 
however, who were iu the king’s yards: 
bore a very great proportion to the whole 
number in the kingdom, Iu all Eng- 
land the number of shipwrights were only 
stated at 5200, and in the king’s yards 
alone, 2800 of them were employed. He 
could therefore very well suppose, that 
when the merchant-yards had been able to 
furnish such a number of ships, the’ king’s 
yards employing no less than 2800 ship- 
wrights, might easily equip ten sail ofthe line 
anaually, in addition to the repairs which 
our ships might want. His majesty’s dock- 
yards employed a sufficient number ofhands, 
and if there were not docksand slips enough, 
it would be easy to make more. It ap- 
peared to him that it ought to be in the 
king’s yards that the king’s navy should be 
built. The noble viscount (Melville) had 
spoken with an air of triumph of the 
number of small craft that had been built 
under his administration, and of the great 
superiority we had over the enemy’s flo- 
tilla at Boulogne. He looked upon the 
flotilla with great contempt; but if the 


ralty. He thought that his noble friend 
(earl St. Vincent) when in office, ought.to 
have had the assistance of the navy board, 
and of the comptroller of the navy. He 
thought that im the questions respecting 
the dock-yards, he should at least have 
had the assistance of the deputy comp- 
troller of the navy, who had himself worked 


He had seen and ‘known of so many in- 
stances of waste, and of sbametul and 
flagitious abuse in the naval department, 
from persons in comparatively high sta- 
-tions down to those in the lowest, that he 
thad reason to ‘bless the day on which his 
moble friend ear] St. Vincent was called to 
the'head of the naval administration of this 
wountry. He also spoke in very high terms 
vof praise of ithe administration of earl 
Spencer, when at the head of the admi- 
svalty. His R.H. next proceeded to praise 
~the exertions of the commissioners of na- 
va] enquiry, who had been proposed by 
‘the noble earl, and informed the house, 
ithat he should, very soon after parlia- 
iment’ met next session, bring before their 
dordships’ consideration the matters con- 
tained in the sixth report, which were ot 
the -highest importance to the naval de- 
“partment, in many essential points. It 
“was reported, that the most enormous and 
-flagitious thefts and peculations had been 
‘practised in different departments of the 
“navy, and as ‘that report came from an 
authority which could:not be questioned, 
vhe thought it peculiarly incumbent on the 
Shouse ‘to look narrowly into the subject 
vwhich was now before their consideration. 
“When the immense amount and value of|peal to the superiority of our fleet off 
-the’ stores which were annually supplied| Boulogne, as a proof of the goodness of 
for the navy were:taken into.consideration,| his administration of the department of 
-it was evident that the most enormous and | the navy, he should ask, whether that su- 


assistance to the first Jord of the admi-. 
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noble viscount thought it sufficient to ap- 
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peridrity was more decided now than it 
was under the adiministration of the noble 
earl? Could the noble viscount pride him- 
self eqnally on the protection of the other 
jnterests of the empire? Administration 
had been informed, or they ought to have 
informed, that the West Indies was 
the destination of the enemy's fleets, and 
yet they left the West Indies without any 
adequate protection. It was not possible 
for them to be deceived by the reports we 
had heard of something going forward be- 
tween this country and Russia. They had 
persevered in the system of blockade, but 
without preventing the enemy’s fleet from 
putting to sea; they had received consi- 
derable sums for secret services, without 
Jearning any thing about the motions of 
the enemy, and the Rochefort squadron 
had been for six weeks triumphant in the 
West Indies. If the. commander of that 
squadron has done nothing more, if he has 
not got the absolute possession of the soil 
and property of our islunds, he is deeply 
responsible to his own government for his 
weakness or cowardice, for if any English 
- commander did so little with such a supe- 
_ tior force, he would probably be called to 
_* @ most severe account, Had the Toulon 
fleet sailed on the same destination, Ja- 
maica and the most valuable parts of our 
West-Indian empire were still in the ex- 
tremest danger, and yet there was no noble 
lord, who could pretend to say whether 
they had not sailed for the West In- 
dies ; whether they were now in Cadiz, or 
whether they had ever returned to that 
port. [lis R. H. concluded an able speech 
in support of the motion, in which, both 
by general: and detailed arguments, he 
shewed the propriety of earl St. Vincent’s 
conduct, to whom he paid very high eulo- 
giums; and pressed upon the house the 
justice and the necessity of going into the 
committee of enquiry upon a subject so 
important to the feelings and character of 
that noble lord, of the house itself, and of 
the whole country. 

Lord Sidmouth.—My lords; I feet it 
my duty to declare, that every thing I 
have heard confirms me in the opinion I at 
first entertained, that no public advantage 


Can result from the adoption of this: mo-' 


_ tion. Tat first entertained very. serious 
doubts as to the propriety of laying before 
the house papers which I was convinced 
vould not lead to any useful or practical 
purpose. I thought no charge had been 
brought either agaivst my noble friend 
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(earl St. Vincent) or against the noble vis¢ 
count (Melville); I therefore did not feel 
‘myself called upon to consider, whether a — 
larger or a lesser number of ships have 
been employed by one or the other, or how 
they were purchased or contracted for. 
My opinion on the subject of building re- 
mains unaltered, it has been already pub-: 
licly expressed, and I see no occasion now 
to repeat it. There are two points to 
which I shall principally confine myself, the 
first is, to explain the appurent incon- 
gruity between the letter of lord St. Vincent 
to thecomptroller of the navy, and the order 
immediately given for the increase of out 
fleets from the merchants’ yards. In thesum- 
mer of the year 1800, the noble earl, from 
motives highly meritorious, thought it ne- 
cessary to visit in person the different dock- 
yards in the kingdom. It was this visit 
and personal inspection that altered his 
opinion. He returned strongly impressed 
with the necessity of augmenting the num- 
ber of ships of the line considerably, and, 
without any loss of time. Under this im- 
pression, he took every necessary step, he 
took every measure to increase the quan- 
tity of timber in the king’s docks as the 
materials for ship building; but, as he 
saw that it was necessary to add as ex~ 
peditiously as possible to the number of 
ships in the British navy, he was also 
obliged to contract for them elsewhere. As 
a proof of his zeal fot the procuring a 
sufficient quantity of ship timber in the 
king’s yards, 1 néed only mention that he 
had, for this express object, prevailed on 
a most considerable eompany (the East In- 
dia company) to abstain from building large 
ships for two years, This was in itself 
a sufficient proof of his anxiety to di- 
minish the price of ship timber, and to 
increase the supply. The other point to 
which I am anxious to direct your lord. 
ships’attention is,to some observations which 
have been made by my noble friend (earl St. 
Vincent) about the misunderstanding which 
prevailed between the comptroller of the 
navy board and the head of the admiralty. 
I agree with the noble earl, that the inter- 
course between them should rather be offi- 
cial, formal, and by written documents; 
but when I make that distinction, I am 
sure the noble earl’must agree with me,_ 
that it is very desirable to have a good un- 
derstanding between them. Indeed, it is né- 
cessary that a good understanding and cori- 
fidence should subsist between all who are 
colleagues in office. During the period that 
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the noble earl presided at the admiralty, 
I regretted much that the harmony and 
confidence which was so much to be wish- 
ed for, did not exist between him and the 
comptroller of the navy. 1 wished most 
- anxiously to have it restored; but when J 
. had reason to suppose that it was impossi- 
ble, I offered to lend myself to put an 
end to the connection, whith could no 
longer subsist with mutual confidence and 
satisfaction. I always thought that con- 
nections ought to be dissolved, which could 
not be continued with harmony or mutual 
confidence. The noble ear], however, not- 
- withstanding their disagreemeuts, has al- 
Ways spoken to him of the comptroller 
with kindness and benevolence. Return- 
ing to the subject immediately before your 
lordships, I still argue, that no parlia- 
mentary ground has been advanced for the 
committee. I know that there exists a 
firm deterniination to enter into a strict 
examination of all abuses in whatever de- 
partment they may be found. I feel it to 
be my duty to state to the house, that it is 
_ the wish and intention of his majesty’s 
present ministers to give effect to all the 
salutary regulations pointed out in the va- 
rious reports of the commissioners of na- 
yal enquiry, and to reap the full benefit of 
all their proceedings. I am conscious, 
that whatever is negligent and corrupt will 
be amended, and if I were not conscious 
that such was Use disposition of the right 
hon. gent. at the head of aflairs, and his 
colleagues, I never would have consented 
to become a member of the same admini- 
Stratioa. There is only one circumstance 
in the course of the present discussion, 
that I find myself under the necessity of 
regretting, and that arises from my vote 
being contrary to the wish expressed by 
my noble friend (earl St. Vincent) for go- 
ing into the proposed committee. I have 
so high an esteem for his eminent charac- 
ter, that I must Jament this difference of 
opinion; but I cannot forget that I am 
discharging a public duty on this occasion 
in voting against the motion, not perceiv- 
ing any advantages likely to result trom its 
adoption. 

Lord Holland said, that the noble lord 
who had just sat down (lord Sidmouth) 
‘seemed well disposed to defend the mea- 
-sures of the noble earl (St. Vincent) in ar- 
gument, and to give him fair words, al- 
though he would not give him his vote. 
The noble earl, however, had not been as 
fortunate as he in getting again into office. 
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Those who found out the abuses, and those 
who confessed them, had all (except the 
noble earl) got again into power, and held 
forth the same lofty promises to the coun- 
try which had been so often repeated, 
He did not see how the former promises 
had been realized, or what grounds there 
were for relying more upon the present, 
It was not, however, by assertions, either 
on the one side or the other, that parliament 
ought to be satisfied, but by a regular 
and formal enquiry in a committee. ‘The 
question was not, whether ships were ever 
to be built in merchants’ yards, but whe- 
ther the present administration had not 
gone to a greater extent in their contracts 
than was warranted by the necessity of the 
times. In the year 1803, it was calculated 
that a seventy-four gun ship could be. built 
by contract in three years, at the expence 
of 201. per ton; and that a frigate could 


be built in two years, at 261. per ton; not. 


withstanding which, the very next year a 
contract was made for ships at as higha 
rate as 361. per ton. As to what the no- 
ble viscount (lord Melville) had said against 
blockades, itappeared to him completely ri- 
diculous. The noble lord seemed to have 


‘forgotten that he bad himself invariably pur- 


sued that system while he was at the bead 
of the admiralty. ‘The reasons he assigned 
were curious. It seems, that the I'rench 
ships, by staying in their ports, were in ; 
much better condition than ours, which 
had so Jong kept the seas. On that prin- 
ciple he should have sent to congratulate 
the people in the city, that the Rochefort 
squadron had foolishly quitted its port and 
gone to the West Indies, where it must 
experience much wear and tear, and con- 
siderable damage. Every fleet which 
France sent against our possessions would, 
according to this argument, be only in- 
juring herself. He should not enter parti- 
cularly into the number of small craft, 
gun-boats, and catamarans which the no- 
ble viscount might have built during his 
administration; but as to the great pro- 
mises that had been held forth, he expect- 
ed them to be realized about the same 
time that the promised surplus of the re- 
venues of India should come in aid of 
the extinction of the national debt of this 
country. In considering, however, the ge- 
neral situation of this country, the want of 
protection of the West Indies, and the ig- 


norance of the motions of the French and ~ ; 


Spanish fleets, he saw nothing upon which 
he could congratulate the country in the 
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administration of its naval affairs. His 
lordship concluded by supporting the mo- 
tion for the committee. 

Lord Hawkesbury professed his disineli- 
pation to follow the noble lord, who had 
made the motion, into all.the details which 

_ jn the course of his speech he had thought 
jt necessary to submit to their iordships. 
He observed that, although the debate had 
branched out tu a considerable length, the 
question appeared to him to lie within a 
parrow compass. It had been alledged 
that his noble friend (lord Sidmouth) gave 
the noble earl nothing but fair words, 
which was unfair; for that noble viscount 
had certainly taken a line of conduct 
which was dictated by the sense he enter- 
tained of his parliamentary duty, and at 
the same time had spoken according to his 
feelings with reference to the character of 
the noble earl. But his lordship said he 
recollected that others, on a former occa- 
sion, when an enquiry was moved for, had 
professed great friendship for that noble 
earl, but had indeed given him nothing but 
fair words. Having stated this, because 
the occasion, as it appeared to him, called 
for it, he should come immediately to the 

_ question now before their lordships, which 

was, whether certain papers already before 
them should be referred to a committee, 
and that was a subject, he confessed, of 

_ great delicacy, involving considerations of 
great importance with a view to the dis- 
closure that must attend it if the motion 
be carried. God forbid, that he should 
say, if a grave case was made out, the 
house would not attend to it, and send it 
to the investigation of a committee, even 
at the risk of all the consequences which 
might follow the disclosure; but nothing 
short of absolute necessity would induce 
their lordships to do so, for the disclosure 
would not only be to the people of this 
country, but must necessarily reach the 
enemy, and be a disclosure to the whole 
world; and before their lordships could be 
prevailed on to do that, they would takecare 
that the ground on which it was called for 
was imperative upon them; that they had 

_ hardly a choice whether they should go 
into the enquiry or not; and he would 
confess freely, that some of the papers re- 
ferred to were of such a nature, that he 

"was sorry they were asked for at all, The 
question then came to this, was there any 
hecessity, or matter sufficiently important 
Jaid betore the house to induce their lord- 


Ships to adopt this motion? The 
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points which had been dwelt upon, and’ 
which had been most disputed were, on 
the expediency of building ships in the 
king’s dock-yards, or of having recourse to 
the aid of merchants’ building. He did 
not feel much confidence in his ability to 
form a correct opinion upon such a sub- 
ject; but he believed it would be found 
the true policy of this country to build as 
much as possible in the king’s dock-yards, 
but that it was impracticable to build all 
our shipping there, and that government 
must have recourse to the assistance of the 
merchants’ yards in that respect. Since 
then, it was impossible to do altogether 
without that help, the question reduced 
itself a considerable degree; and he would 
then ask, whether what had been done in 
this respect called for the enquiry of a 
committee? The subject was of considera« 
ble difficulty, as a question to what degree. 
government should contract with mer- 
chants for building ships, either to the 
house itselfor to a committee, to form a 
correct opinion upon it; but that did not 
necessarily call on their lordships to insti- 
tute this species of investigation; and here 
he wished the house to consider, that three 
years ago an act passed the legislature to 
enquire into naval abuses, and there were 
now upon their lordships’ table, and also 
on the table of the other house of parlia- 
ment, reports of the committee proceeding 
under that act. These reports contained 
much important and valuable information ; 
and in consequence of the reports of that 
committee his majesty had been advised to 
institute another commission to enquire into 
abuses which may be existing, and to pro- 
vide such remedies for them as shall appear 
expedient, with a view to the improvement 
of the ditlerent departments, and all other 
matters connected with our naval service. 
It appeared, then, the commissioners were 
in the course of entering into further in. 
vestigation of all these matters, for the 
purpose of finding out remedies for any 
abuses which may be found to exist. He 
thought it.was unnecessary to say more 
than this as an objection to the present 
motion. As it was under an investigation 
in another quarter, it would be more ex. 
pedient, and, as he thought, more becom- 
ing for the house to wait until their lord 
ships saw the result of the enquiries already 
instituted, before they went into another, 
He submitted to the house, whether their 
lordships did not think the commissioners 
to whom he had alluded were more likely 
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tigation, and which was a much more ex- 


_ enquiry was proposed last year, it met with 


_ then, because he considered it unnecessary 


to investigate the subject thoroughly than 
the committee now proposed; and that 
that system was more likely to lead toa 
practical conclusion than that proposed by 
the noble earl? He was confident their 
lordships would not agree to this motion, 
unless they saw for it a pressing necessity ; 
he submitted there did not appear any 
such necessity, that no case was made out, 
no parliamentary ground laid for this mo- 
tion, and therefore, whatever might be 
their lordships’ opinion of the existence of 
abuses, or of the application of remedies 
to them, they were in the course of inves- 


pedient mode than the one now proposed 
by the motion of the noble earl, 

The Earl of Buckinghamshire was of 
opinion, that there was nothing in the con- 
duct of the noble earl who presided over 
the naval department at the commence- 
ment of the war, to call for such an enqui- 
ry as was now proposed. When a similar 


his opposition, and he would oppose | it 
now on the same grounds. He resisted it 


and uncalled for, by a fair reference to 
what the state of our navy then was, and 
he would resist it upon the same principles 
at thé present.moment. ‘There was also 
another ground upon which he felt himself 
called upon to oppose it, and that was the 
unfavourable inference which had been 
endeavoured to be made from circuni- 
stances Which occurred during the latter 
part of the administration of the noble vis- 
eousit who had been lately at the head of 
the naval department. He rose to resist 
any imputation which might have been 
attempted to be thrown upon him, for 
what might possibly have occurred in our 
West India colonies. The duty of the 
noble viscount he conceived to have been, 
to have a fleet always ready, sufficient to 
overpower any which the enemy could 
possibly send out from any of its ports, 
end having done that, he was of opinion 
he had well performed his duty. Having 
done so, he would ask what blame could 
be imputed to the noble viscount? It hud 
been as a cause of blame, that only 
one ship of the line had been stationed at 
the Leeward Islands. He appealed to the 
noble earl on the cross bench, whether it 
was necessary to maintain greater naval 
force thére? He was persuaded, that the 
noble earl, with all his judgment and expe- 
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The appointment of a committee appeared 
to him unnecessary and inconvenient, and 
therefore he found himself compelled to op- 
poseit. ‘This was the only point on which 
he had anyinclination to speak, and upon it 
‘nothing could have induced him to be silent, 

The Earl of Suffolk bore testimony to 
the meritorious services of earl St. Vin- 
cent, particularly in instituting that highly 
useful board, the naval commission, and 
vindicated the noble earl from the charge 
of not having sufliciently attended to the 
construction of smaller sized vessels. The 
noble lord animad verted on the comparison 
that was made between the noble viscount 
(Melville), and the noble earl on the cross 


in the merchants’ yards, and observed that 


merchants’ yards, they did not do so on 


the same terms, or any thing like it. For — 


the noble viscount contracted for building 
such ships at one third more per ton, than 
the noble earl would have accepted, or 
could have had them built for. The noble 
lord complained of the delay that had 
‘taken place before any of our naval force 
was despatched to the West Indies after 
the Rochefort squadron had sailed. Cir- 


rope as in the West Indies, which tended 
to lower that proud character which our 
navy had acquired, and always maintained, 
until within the last few months of the 
present war. He thought the conduct of 
the late admiralty was extremely censura- 
ble. The noble viscount at the head of it 
had been guilty of great neglect in not im- 
mediately despatching a fleet to the West 
Indies, to prevent the depredations and 
insults which had been committed against 
our possessions in that part of the world, 
by a squadron, which came out almost in 
defiance of us, from the ports of France. 
He had also heard, that some improper 
preference had been manifested in the ap+ 
pointment of an officer to an importaut 
command. ‘That would well deserve to 
be submitted to a committee of their lord- 
ships, for no abuse could tend more to 
disseminate dissatisfaction among the naval 
profession, than-an undue partiality of that 
kind, His lordship wished that all those 
charges sliould be fully investigated, and 
seeing nv means of doing it more ready 
than the appointment of a committee, with 
full powersy he would vote for the propos 
tion of hiv noble friend. 


rience; would not maintain that it was. 


bench, with respect to the building of ships © 


this difference was kept in the shade, that | 
although both neble lords resorted to the 


cumstances had occurred, as well in Eu- — 
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Lord Melville requested leave to say a 
few words in answer to the unfounded 
charges which had been urged against his 
conduct ‘by the noble earl. He would 
assert, indirect contradiction to what had 
fallen from the noble earl, that there had 
been u0 delay whatever in detaching a suf- 
ficient number of ships in pursuit of the 
Rochefort squadron. That he would assert 
peremptorily and positively, in opposition 
to the charge so unwarrantably preferred, 
either by the noble earl or any one else. 
That squgdron had sailed from Rochefort 
full twelve days before it was known to any 
of the commanders upon any of the sta- 
tions. On the 14th day, ie intelligence 
was communicated to him, aud on the 
next morning he transmitted those orders, 
jn consequence of which admiral Cochrane 
sailed for the West Indies. ‘There were 
many noble lords who could testify what 
he asserted; and he therefore felt himself 
- justified in repelling, with becoming indig- 

nation, the charge of neglect, whether 
coming from the noble earl, or any other 
noble lord. As to the charge of a partial 
. preference of a relative of his, that he 
would peremptorily contradict. Where the 
noble earl obtained his information,-or for 
what purpose he brought it forward, he 
knew not, nor was it worth his while to 
enquire; but he would positively assert 
that it had no foundation whatever in truth 
or in fact. If the noble ear] should be in- 
clined to pursue his attacks upon him, he 
‘would recommend to him to prove a little 
more, and to insinuate a little less. Against 
the noble ear|'s proofs, he trusted, as in 
the present instance, that he should always 
be able to defend himself; against his in- 
sinuations he could not .hope for equal 
protection. If the noble earl should scat- 
ter his poisoned arrows abroad, some of 
them might possibly light upon him; but 
whether such a mode of assailing the con- 
duct of a person who had been at the head 
ofa great public departinent, was either 
fair or honourable, was worthy the consi- 
deration of the noble earl. He trusted 
that he would Jearn a lesson from the im- 
prudence and ineflicacy of his attack on 
this night, that would discourage him 
| from any future rash repetition of similar 
charges. 
Suffolk observed in explanation, 
that he had stated the circumstance of the 
Rochefort squadron having been five or 
six weeks in the West Indies, unpursued 
by our fleets, as a fuct; but the supposi- 
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tion that this delay originated in secret 
reasons was a report which he believed to 
be false. 

Earl Darnley rose in reply, and adverted 
to the various arguments that had been 
urged by the noble lords opposite, against 
his motion. It had been observed, that 
such an investigation would be, on the 
present occasion, particularly improper, as 
it might expose, not only to the public of 
this country, but to the knowledge of our | 
enemies, such subjects as would be parti- 
cularly inexpedient. This observation, 
however, if it applied at all, was applicable 
only to the discussions that might take 


place in the house, and not to any enqui- 


ries that might be instituted before a com- 
mittee. A noble lord seemed to think, 
that the principle on which he had brought 
forward his motion was his hostility to em- 
ploying merchants’ yards in building ships 
Here, however, he begged 
leave to set the noble lord right. He had 
not declared any hostility to that principle. 
There were many cases, on the contrary, 
when employing merchants’ yards might 
be very expedient. . His objection was 
only to the degree; and that, considering 
the expence with which that made of 
building ships was attended, was a suffie 
cient subject of grave investigation. A 
committee of enquiry was also necessary, 
he contended, in regard to a noble lord 
(St. Vincent) who had been implicated in 
another place, and represented by some as 
an enemy to his country. One great end 
of his motion therefore was, to ascertain 
whether that novle lord was meritorious 
or guilty. This enquiry was due in jus- 
tice to the noble lord; it was due to the 
British navy and to the nation, and in op- 
position to such claims he had yet heard 
nothing that could lead him to alter his 
opinion.—The house then divided; cone 
tents 33; mot contents, 88; majority 
against the motion 55.—Adjourned, 
} 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 24, 

[Mixurss.] Colonel Wood gave no- 
tice, that on Friday next he should move, 
that there be laid before the house.a copy 
of the proceedings of the court-martial on 
sir John Duckworth.— Mr. Tierney moved, 
that the committee on the Camberwell Wa- 
ter Works bilk do sit again on Wednesday 
next, and - proceed with the bill. The 
ground of his motion was, that the com. 
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“mittee had’ adjourned for such a time as 
would render it impossible to have the bill 
reported this session, by which a bill that had 
-Feceived the sanction of the house, as 
far as it had gone, would be lost. Mr. 
‘Graham did not think it consistent with 
the usual form of proceeding, for any mem- 
ber to move for the revival of a committee 
that had adjourned for a certain time. 
The Speaker informed the hon. member, 
that it was conformable to the practice of 
the house, whenever any committee to 
which it might have referred any bill for 
consideration, took any proceedings that 
would have the effect of disappointing the 
wishes of the house, to direct that such 
committee should proceed with the bill, 
_ sand report aye or no uponit. ‘The motion 
was then agreed to.—Mr. Shaw brought 
“up the report of the committee on the pe- 
“tition of the Dublin bakers, and obtained 
‘leave to bring im a bill to amend the acts 
for regulating the baking trade in Dublin.— 

On the motion of sir John Newport, the 

account of the expences of the criminal 
“prosecutions in Ireland, ordered on the 

ist of April, was ordered to be presented 

forthwith.—The Secretary at War moved 

the order of the day to ballot for a select 

committee of 21 members, to examine into, 
and report their opinion on, the 11th re- 
.port of the commissioners. of naval en- 
‘quiry, except what related to the sum of 
100,000]. secret service money; which 
being agreed to, one of the clerks, as usual 
on such occasions, read over the list of the 
-members of the house, when all those who 
were present, and thought proper fo do so, 
| -gave in a list of 21 members each; when 
‘this was over, another committee, com- 
-posed of Mr. Huskisson, Mr. S. Bourne, 


the Attorney-General, Mr. Ormsby, Mr. 
“Lubbock, Mr. D. Browne, lord Fitzharris, 
Mr. I. H. Browne, Mr. Prinsep, Dr. Dui- 
genan, sir M. B. Folkes, sir E. Nepean, 
and others, was appointed to examine the 
4 said list, and report such members as had 
the superiority of numbers.—Mr, Iuskis- 
son brought up the Post Horse Duty 'arm- 
ing bill, which was read a first ttme.—The 
-Public Accounts Auditors’ bill was read a 
second time.—A new writ was ordered, on 
the motion of Mr. Calcraft, for the borough 
-of Newtown, in Southampton, in the room 
of Charles Chapman, esq. who had accepted 
‘the stewardship of his majesty’s Chiltern 
‘Hundreds.— Mr. Brooks, pursuant to no- 
‘tice, moved for leave to bring in a bill to 
explain and amend the several acts relat- 
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ing to the Woollen manufactures. The 
bill for suspending the penalties imposed 
by several of the statutes.would expire in 
July, and therefore it was necessary to 
provide some legislative means of averting 
the injurious operation of statutes, as most 
of them became obsolete and useless, 
Admiral Berkeley was sorry the hon, 
member had brought forward this measure, 
because, without producing any good efivet 
it would entail an heavy expence on the 
parties. He should not object to its pro- 
gress till it should be printed, and he was 
convinced that the good sense of the house 
would not eiertain it. He took this op- 
portunity to give notice of his intention ta 
move for leave to bring in a bill for con- 
tinuing the Suspending Act for a time to 
be limited. After a few words from Mr. 
Brooks, leave was given to bring in the 
bill—A message from the lords informed 
the house, that their lordships had agreed 
to the Land ‘Tax Commissioners’ bill with- 
out any amendments, and also that their 


lordships desired to be informed upon 


what grounds the commons desired the 
lords to give permission to earl St. Vin- 
cent to attend the committee to which the 
papers relating to the repairs of the Rom- 
ney and Sensible, while under the com- 
mand of sir Home Popham, had been re- 
ferred. On the motion of Mr. Rose, the 
messengers were informed by the Speaker, 
that an answer should be sent by that 
house, by a messenger of its own, to such 
part of their lordships’ message as related 
to earl St. Vincent.—Mr. Bagwell moved 
the third reading of the Irish Election bill. 
After some amendments were proposed, 
the further proceedings on the third read- 
ing were deferred to Monday.—The Irish 
Excise Licence bill was read a second 
time.—The Irish Malt Duty bill passed 
through a committee.—The further consi- 
deration of the report on the bill for the 
recovery of small debts in Ireland was, on 
the motion of Mr. D. Browne, put off to 
this day six months.—The Irish Stamp 
Duty bill passed through a committee.— 
Mr. Vansittart gave notice, that on Tues- 
day next he should move for leave to bring 
in a bill to regulate the police of the city 
of Dublin. 

Pavine Mr. Vansit- 
tart rose, in pursuance of the notice he 
had given, to move for leave to bring in a 
bill to appoint commissioners to enquire 
and examine into any irregularities or 
abuses that may have taken place in cone 
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| - one for the conduct of this busiuess, 
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-ducting and managing the paving, the clean- 
sing, and lighting the streets of Dublin, and 
also to provide for the suspension of the 
powers and authorities of the present board 
for cleansing, lighting, &c. the said streets, 
the same in other persons during such 
“suspension, and for better conducting and 
managing the business of the said board. 
-He said, he felt the disadvantages under 
which a person must labour who was not 
locally acquainted with the place to which 
he wished to apply regulations: but he had 
been informed that the grievance which he 
proposed to remedy was of so pressing a 
nature, that a delay in bringjng this subject 
before parliament would be attended with 
great inconvenience; and he had the good 
fortune to be surrounded by gentlemen 
who would give every possible informa- 
tion, and correct him if he was wrong. It 
was necessary for him to state, that the 
present board in Ireland originated in an 
act of parliament proposed by a noble lord 
(De Blaquiere) in 1784, by which a former 
commission was deprived of its powers, 
and great powers were vested in the new 
board. This act appeared to him to have 


drawn with great attention; it ap- 


pointed six directors and six commis- 
sioners; the former were to have no salary, 
and the latter to be paid only in propor- 
tiun to their attendance. It had, however, 
turned out that this board, either through 
mismanagement or from unfortunate cir- 
cumstances, had got very considerably into 
debt, and the situation of the streets of 
Dublin was now absolutely disgraceful. It 
was not now necessary for him to examine 
who was in fault, because the existence of 
the evil was sufficient to justify him in 
proposing the enquiry. When the present 
‘board was. instituted, their predecessors 
bequeathed them a debt of 45,0001. ; that 
debt was now 84,000]. It was therefore 
evident that to go on in the same system, 
without increasing the revenue or apply- 
ing some remedy, would only increase an 
evil already of such magnitude. With 


_ . regard to any mismanagement which might 


have taken place, he had not sufficient in- 
formation to enable him to speak positive- 
ly, but he had sufficient to be satisfied that 
an enquiry was necessary. It was also his 
intention to propose that a power should 
be given to the lord lieutenant (in case the 
commissioners of enquiry now to be ap- 


| pointed should so advise him) to suspend 


he present board, and to appoint a new 
But 


Vout V. 
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the house must be aware, that whether the 
present board was continued, or a new 
board appointed, the evil must increase, 
unless some funds were provided; he 
should therefore propose to the house to 
give a power to the treasury of Ireland to 
advance a sum of money for the present 
exigency. But as he was anxious not to 
act with any precipitation upon this sub- 
ject, he should propose, after the bill was 
brought in, to fill up the blanks in a com- 
mittee, with a view to its being recom- 
mitted, and, in the mean time, it should 
be sent to Ireland for the consideration of 
the Corporation of Dublin. This mode of 
proceeding he thought most candid and 
proper. He concluded with moving for 
leave to bring in the bill. 

Lord De Blaquiere, as a member of the 
Paving Board, rejoiced that the time for 
enquiry had arrived. He agreed that the 
shameful state of the streets of Dublin re« 
quired something to be done immediately, 
but he denied that the Paving Board had. 
been guilty of any misconduct ; their crime 
was their poverty ; the expenditure of the 
corporation greatly exceeded their in- 
come ; many of the most essential articles - 
in their work had trebly increased in their 
price, while the taxes remained the same, 
and without means it was impossible for 
them to do their duty to the public in the 
manner that was expected.—He approved 
of the commissioners, but thought they 
should be appoiuted in the house of com- 
mons, and not by any one out of it, and 
that their enquiries should extend to the 
investigation of the grounds upon which 
the unfavourable report made three years 
since of the Paving Board. by the commis- 
sioners of imprest accounts was founded. 
—The noble lord stated also some details 
proving the inadequacy of the funds of the 
board to the fulfilment of their contracts, 
He said, the principal part of the debt had 
been contracted by the former corporation; 
the debt incurred by the present board 
arose from the great increase in the price 
of every article; oil, for instance, was 
more than double the price it was, when 


‘the board was first instituted, and the sum 


they paid for- cleansing the city had in- 
creased from 1600/. to 5000/. a year, and 
for this they were only allowed 2000/.:a 
year. He approved very much of the en- 
quiry, because, if the present board had 
acted wrong, it ought to be destroyed, but 
he hoped the new commissioners of enquiry 


would be appointed by parliament.—He 
I 
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complained of the report made by the 
commissioners of imprest accounts, which 
he said contained unfounded charges 
against the present board. And he added, 
that he had been at the board from its first 


‘dnstitution; that he had framed the act, 


and for 15 or 16 years he had’given it his 
constant and most sedulous attention ; and 
that having Jeft Ireland soon after the 
“union, it was his intention to have re- 
signed his situation, but that he thought it 
‘neither honourable or manly to do so when 
the found that a cry was raising against the 
icorporation. 
’ Mr. Dennis Brown said, it was very ex- 
itraordinary that the report of the com- 
missioners of imprests had been laid upon 
the table of parliament 6 years, and no 
notice had been taken of it. * Much had 
been said to a friend of his in praise of the 
_adininistration of lord Hardwicke ; but as 


_ -bis friend was walking with him through 


the streets of Dublin one night, he, with 
‘some surprise, exclaimed, that there was 
nothing but darkness, danger, and deso- 
dation. 
Mr. Alexander said there was something 
irregular in the conversation, as they all 
agreed in the principle of the propriety of 
appointing commissioners. 
Sir John Newport defended the conduct 
of the present commissioners, ‘They had 
pointed out the means of remedying seve- 
ral abuses, and no insinuations ought 
to be thrown out against them till the 
house saw the report of the new com- 
mittee. 
Mr. Foster approved the principle of the 
bill, and vindicated the conduct of the 
commissioners for ‘auditing »public ac- 
counts, who had made three reports un- 
favourable to the Paving Board. The 
right -hon. gent. said that those commis- 
sioners were bound by the most solemn 
oath to investigate abuses, and must of 
course discharge their duty. He could 
also speak from personal knowledge o1 
the gentleman who was at the head of that 
commission, and confidently declare that 
no man was more justly distinguished for 
character, integrity, and the rectitude of his 
conduct. 

Lord De Blaquiere in reply, said he did 


not see the necessity of the observation 


made by the right hon. gent.; he had 
never questioned the character or honour of 
any of the gentlemen who composed the 
Board of Accounts, he had respect indivi- 
dually for every gentleman in it ; for some, 
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the sincerest friendship. What he said 
was, that the report made by the commis. 
sloners of accounts was not as he thought 
warranted by the evidence which lay on the 
table, and as for the oath, the directors and 
commissioners for paving were equalh 


bound upon vath for the discharge of their 


trust. 

Mr. William Ponsonby said, that .a great 
part of Dublin was covered with darkness, 
and was deserted im consequence of the 
union ; and it would be difficult to raise 
a fund for bettering the police without 
contributing more to the evil that already 
exists. 

Mr. Vansittart said, he was happy to 
find that his motion met with the approba- 
tion of so many gentlemen from Ireland, 
With respect to the wish expressed by 
some geutleman, that the commissioners 
should be appointed by parliament, he did 
not at present see any objection to it, but 
he did not wich to pledge himself upon the 
subject ; he would, however, consider it, 
and state his final opinion when the bill 
came into a committee.—Leave was then 
given to bring in the bill. The right hon. 
gent. then brought up the bill; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to be read 
a second time on Monday. He then gave 
notice, that he should on Monday move 
the house into a committee to consider of 
the propriety of empowering the lord 
lieutenant to direct the. lords commis- 
sioners of the treasury to advance a cer- 
tain:sum for the purposes of the said 
act.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 27. 


[Paxcras Poor Bitt.] On the second 
reading of the Pancras Poor bill, 

The Earl of ‘Suffolk observed, that, as it 
was confidently asserted, the former bill 
would eventually afford satisfaction to 
those affected by it; there was, in his mind, 
no necessity for the present measure. 
The former bill ‘cost some of their lord- 
ships a great deal of trouble, and much 
attention was paid to the discussion of 
the merits of the bill, in the committee, 
particularly by noble earl, now abseut 
on a command in Scotland (Moira), and 
a right rev. prelate, not now in his place 
(bishop of St. Asaph), as well as by him- 
self. He thought, therefore, it would be 
better to wait till the effect of the former 
bill were ascertained.—The bill was forth- 
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with read a second time, and ordered to 
the consideration of a committee of their 
Jordships, on Thursday-next. On which 
stage, it was ordered, that the petitioners 
have leave to be heard by their counsel, 
respucting the bill, After some proceed- 
ings had intervened, 

The Earl of Suffolk again addressed 
their lordships on the subject; under- 
standing a great diversity of opinions oo- 
tained, as to the merits of the bill, and 
strong objections were entettained to its 
principle, he should, with a view to afford 
time for its consideration, and a’regular 
opportunity, at some distance, for the 
opposers of the measure to be heard by 
their counsel, move to-morrow, that the 
present. order, with respect to the com- 
mittee, be discharged, and that the bill, 
his lordship said, should be read on Wed- 
nesday se’nnight, 

[Srate or IneLanp.] The Earl of 
Suffolk rose to move, that the order for 
summoning their lordships for Weduesday 
next, on the occasion of his intended mo- 
tion for an enquiry into the existing state 


of Ireland, be discharged ; which being 


accordingly done, his lordship observed, 
that he was principally induced to this, by 
his wish to take further time to consider 
upon: the subject, to obtain further infor- 
mation, and to consult with several noble 
friends, who were inclined to support his 
proposition on the subject; which, per- 
haps, he might think not inexpedient, con- 
sidering its very advanced period, to bring 
it forward during the present session, 
He concluded by moving, ‘* that their 
lordships be summoned for Wednesday 
se’nnight.” Ordered. 

-[Catico Printers’ Petrrion.] Lord 
King presented a petition from the Jour- 


sneymen Calico Printers of Lancashire, 


Derbyshire, Cheshire, Lanark, Renfrew, 
&c. complaining of the distress they suffer 
in consequence of theirinability to procure 
employment owing to the excessive mul- 
tiplication of apprentices, and stating 
other grievances to which they are subject. 
The noble lord prefaced his motion, that 


the petition should lie on the table, by: 


assuring the house that the case of the 
petitioners was one of peculiar severity, 
and strongly entitled to the attention of 
the house. It was a great hardship, he 
observed, that those poor men should ngt, 
after serving a long apprenticeship, have 
at least a fair opportunity of employment. 
But the number of apprentices introduced 


of late years into their trade, which ex- 
ceeded very far indeed the proportion ever 
‘known beforeim auy mechanical profession . 
in this country, excluded the journeymen 

from almost even the chance of being able’ 
to earn their subsistence. Indeed in many: 

instances these journeymen were refused | 
employment, unless they consented to sigit. 
a second contract or indenture for five or 

seven years, on such terms as the masters 

thought proper to prescribe. This wasa. — 
case without: parallel, and which could be» 
scarcely heard of without surprize. How-: 
ever, notwithstanding those acts of in= - 
justice and oppression, it was:not the wish: 

of the journeymen to engage in any liti-: 

gation with their masters; but rather to: 

have matters settled. amicably. It was not: 

his desire, the noble lord stated, to. in- 

terfere with the freedom of trade, but the 

house would recollect that such an inter-. 

ference was warranted by the operation of: 

the combination: law, and that in this in- 

stance he had a precedent precisely in: 

point, he meant the silk weavers’ act, which; 

limited the number of apprentices which: 

‘masters should take. The petitioners, he 

trusted, would meet that consideration 

from the house which their conduct de- 

served. They had not resorted to: those 

combinations which were so injurious. to 

trade and the peace of the country, but: 

appealed to that house for redress. It was 

much to be wished that their example 

should have a due influence upon all the. 
journeymen throughout the country, and © 
he had. no doubt that the fate of this peti- 

tion would be such as to encourage those 

journeyman who feel that, when they had 

any real grievances to complain of, they 

might apply to that house with confidence 

ofredress. The noble lord concluded with 

observing, that he did not ‘mean to take. 
any proceeding this session upon this: peti- 

tion, and he haped the conduct of the 

masters in the course of the recess would 

render any further proceeding unnecessary. 

If, however, he should be disappointed 1n 

this just expectation ; if no amicable ad+ 

justment should take place between the 

parties, he should feel. it his duty at an 

early period of the next session to bring 
forward a measure grounded on the prayer 
of this petition. 

The Earl of Suffolk considered the case 
of the petitioners as peculiarly entitled to 
the consideration of the house.—The pe- 
tition was ordered to lie on the table.— 
Adjourned. 
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MOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday May 27. 
[Minvrss.]. On the motion of sir J. 
Wrottesley a new writ was ordered ' for 
a member to serve in parliament for the 
borough of Dornoc, Tain, and Dingwall, 
in the room of the hon. John Villiers, who 
has accepted the Chiltern hundreds. —Mr. 
Grey presented a petition from the gen- 
tlemen, freeholders and electors of the 
county of Northumberland, congratulating 
the house on the votes of the Sth and 10th 
of April relative to the tenth naval re- 
port. The petition was ordered to lie on 
the table ; as was also one from the inha- 
bitants of the town and county of the 
‘town of Southampton. See vol. iv. p. 
622,. where the said petitions were inad- 
vertently inserted.—Mr. Serjeant Best 
moved for leave to bring in a bill to amend 
an act of the 4th year of his present ma- 
jesty, to prevent delay in proceedings re- 
lative to Bankrupts having the privilege of 
parliament granted.—The attorney gene- 
ral, pursuant to notice, moved for leave to 
bring in a. bill to amend the act of last 
session, for facilitating the arrest of offend- 
ers escaping from one part of the united 
kingdom to another, or from one country 
to another. He had delerred this motion 
hitherto, lest it might appear, if he had 
brought it forward earlier, to be a pre- 
judging of a case pending in the courts of 
the sisterkingdom. That case had been, de- 
cided, and therefore he felt himself at 
liberty to bring forward his measure. The 
object he bad in view, was simply to enable 
a magistrate in Ireland who might exe- 
cute a warrant issued by a magistrate in 
England. to give the same bail as if the 
warrant had been issued in that country, 
and. vice versi, The charge, that he had 
framed the measure of last session with a 


view to bring Mr. justice Johnson a_pri- 


‘soner to attend his trial in this country, 
would fall before a statement of a fact. 
The bill had been prepared by order of the 
secretary of state the preceding session, 
though, from the advanced stage of the 
session, it had been deferred till last ses- 
sion and he had obtained leave to bring in 
_ the bill some days previous to the convic- 
tion of Mr. Cobbett ; and it was not till 
some days after, when the original manu- 
scripts had been given-up by-Mr. Cobbett, 
that Mr. justice Johnson could be con- 
sidered as the object of a prosecution, leave 
was given to bring in the. bill.—Mr, 
Foster obtained leave to bring*in a bill to 
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sioners of enquiry into fees, gratuities, per. 
quisites, and emoluments in offices, in Ire-. 
land.——-The report of the ballot for the 
committee on the 11th naval report was 
brought up; the following are the gentle- 
men chosen: lord Glenbervie, Geo. Can. 
ning, esq. ‘lord Henry Petty, Robert Holt 


D. Giles, esq, Mr. Serjeant, Best, Bragge 
Bathurst, esq, B. Hobhouse, esq. J. Camp. 
bell, esq. S. Barne, esq. C. W.: Wynne,’ 


esq. C. $. Hawthorne, esq. R. Steele, esq, 


C. M, Ormsby, esq. P. Patten, esq. J, 
Kingston, esq. sir Robert Vaughan, bart, 


M. P. Andrews, esq. H. Joddrell, esq. » 


lord Binning, Seven were empowered to 
be a quorum, and the committee was au- 
thorised to adjourn from time to time, Sir 
W. Elford, considering that to any man 
of common understanding the testimony. 
of lord St. Vincent had been contra. 
dicted by the written documents existing 
in the correspondence between his Lord- 
ship, sir A. Hamond, and lord Buckingham- 
shire, gave notice that he should move to- 
morrow, that those papers should be refers 
red to the said committee, and that they. 
should report thereon.—On the motion of 
the chancellor of the exchequer, it was left 
‘to a select committee to draw up an 
answer to the message of the lords, desir- 
ing to be informed as to the reasons for 
requesting the attendance of earl St. Vin- 
cent to be examined as to the repairs of the 
Romney and La Sensible, commanded 
by sir H. Popham.—The attorney-general 
moved the order of the day, for taking in- 
to further consideration the report of the 
Stipendiary Curates’ bill, when several new 
clauses were brought up, and amendments 
proposed, which produced a desultory 
conversation between the attorney-gene- 
ral, lord Porehester, Mr. I. H. Browne, 
&c. The bill was then ordered to be 


on 'T'hursday.—The Universities Advowson 
bill was committed. On the motion for 
the receiving of the report, Mr. Fellowes 
stated, as his objection to the bill, that it 
would remove the old men from the uni-, 
versities, and consequently ‘allow too much 
liberty to the younger. The chancellor of 
the exchequer said, he hoped, in a future 


stage, he should be able to remove any ob- _ 


J@gtion that might be had to, it. . The re- 
port was then received, and the bill ordered 
to be read a third time on Friday.—Mr. 
Rose brought up the Free Port bill, which 


was read a first time, and ordered to be read 


[continue the act for appointing commis< 


Leigh, esq, the right hon. Denis Browne, « 


printed as amended, and read a third time, | 


| 
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a second time to-morrow.—The Dublin 
Paving bill was read a second time, and 
ordered to be committed on Thursday.— 
The reports of the Irish Stamp Duty bill, 
and Malt, Duty bill, were severally receiv- 
ed, and the bills ordered to be read a third 
tine on Thursday.—The Irish Excise 
Licence bill was committed, and the report 
ordered to be received to-morrow.—The 
report of the Paymaster General’s Regula- 
tion bill was brought up, and the bill order- 
ed to be read a third time on Thursday.— 
The Irish Election bill was read a third time 
and passed.—The Post Horse Farming 
Duty bill was read a second time, and 
ordered to be committed to-morrow.— 
Colonel Stanley brought up the report of 
the committee to whom the claims of the 
-Duke of Atholl had been referred, and 
moved that it should be taken into con- 
siderationon Thursday next. A very long 


’ conversation took place upon Mr. Curwen’s 


moving as an amendment, that it should 


' be taken into further consideration on 


Wednesday se’nnight. The hon. gent. 
thought that the delay would be necessary, 
in order to enable the house to understand 
the important points of the case, for which 
purpose he thought that the papers ought 
to be printed. Lord Glenbervie had no 
objection to the printing the papers, but 
thought that there should be no delay 
jn taking the subject into consideration. 
—The further consideration of the report 
was fixed for Wednesday se’nnight. 
or Lorp MELvILLE.] 
Mr. Leycester brought up the report of the 
committee to which certain parts of the 
matter contained in the tenth report of 
the cominissioners of naval enquiry had 
been referred. ‘The report was ordered 
to lie on the table. The hon. and learned 
gent. then moved,. that the report be 
printed for the use of the members. On 
the question being put on this motion, 
Mr. Whitbread rose, not for the purpose 
of objecting to the motion for printing the 
report. On the contrary, it appeared to 
him highly necessary that every facility 
should be afforded gentlemen to make 
themselves acquainted with the important 
matter of the report. But he took that 
opportanity of giving notice, that on the 
first open day after the report should be 
printed, and sufficient time be allowed to 
members to consider its contents, he 
should submit to the house a motion for 
the impeachment of lord Melville; and 
also move certain resolutions, expressive 


[122 


of his opinion of the conduct of the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, with respect to” 
certain transactions which had been re- 
ferred to the consideration of the com< 
mittee. The hon. gent. added, that, con- 
sidering the advanced period of the session, 
it might be convenient that he should as 
nearly as may be, fix the day for the dis- 


cussion, at least on bis first motion. He - 


believed the report might be printed and 
ready for delivery on Thursday next, and 
if so, he supposed that Thursday se’nnight 
would not be thought too early a day for 


bringing forward his motion. 


{Lancaster Justices’ The 
order of the’ day being read, for the third 
reading of the bill to empower the justices 


-of the peace within the division or hun- 


dred of Salford, in the county palatine of 
Lancaster, to raise a salary to be paid to 
the chairman of the quarter sessions for 
the said hundred, 

Mr. Shaw Lefevre rose to oppose the 
motion. ‘He said it was a bill of the most 
mischievous kind that had been before the 
house for some time. Nothing was so 
material as that the business of the chair- 
man of the sessions should be carried on 
without fee or reward. Nothing but the 
strongest necessity could sanction such 2 
proceeding, and he was at a loss to know 
where the present necessity rested. The 
public business had been carried on very 
well hitherto, without any reward or salary. 
Admitting the necessity of the measure, 
the mode adopted for raising the salary 
was extremely exceptionable and unjust. 
It was desirable that the third reading of 
the bill should be postponed at least this 
session; he should therefore move, that it 
be read a third time this day three months.” 

Mr. Hurst said, he had, on a former 
occasion, given his entire approbation to 
the bill. He had no apprehensions like 
those of the hon. gent. who spoke last. 
As the whole town and district had peti-+ 


tioned parliament, it was their duty to: 


comply with the petition. In Ireland every 
chairman of a court of justice received a 
salary ; no inconvenience had arisen from 
it, but it met with the hearty approbation 
of the people in the several districts, 

Sir Robert Peele considered the. bill 
absolutely necessary for such a-manufac- 
turing district as that of Manchester, where 
a very attentive police was necessary. . ~ 

Sir Robert Burton acquiesced, on the 


ground of its local necessity,’ although he . 


could not agree to its principle, 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer con- 
cluded the conversation by observing, that 
the necessity of the bill was not only evi- 
dent from the testimony of the gentlemen 
best. acquainted with that: part of the 
country, but from the circumstance of the 
petition being signed by all the magistrates, 
and by the petitioners being willing to 
take upon themselves the expence of pay- 

Ing these magistrates,—The house then 
_divided; for the third reading 115; 
. against it 23; majority for the bill 92.— 


‘The bill was then read. a third time, and 
9 folk called to their lordships’ recollection, 
__|the motion, which, about two months since, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, May 28. 
_ Their lordships proceed- 
ed turther in the appeal Rowe v. Power. 
Serjeant Shepherd was.heard in reply, after 
which some. questions. relative to the cause 
were Ordered to be referred to the judges 
for their opinion.—Celonel Stanley, and 
several other members of the house of 
eommons, brought up the Salford Justices’ 


bill, the Irish Election bill, and several] 


ivate bills, which were read a first time. 
Wine Duty bill, the Naval Com- 
missioners’ Renewal bill, and the Military 
Covamissioners’ bill, were read athird time 
and. passed. The Irish Licence bill passed 
through a committee, and was reported.— 
Ona. the. occasion of the third reading of the 
Wine Duty bill, the earl of Suffolk- took 
Oceasion to repeat his opinion, that the 
game indulgence, with respect to the re- 
mission of the duties upon wine, which 
the officers of the navy enjoyed, should be 
extended to those of the army; they were 
as well entitled to such a favour’; and the 
loss,, in point. of revenue, to the govera- 
ment, would be comparatively small, — 
Lord Glenbervie, and several other mem- 
bers of the house of commons, brought up 
a message, desiring: their lordships would 
permit the attendance of lord viscount 
Sidmouth, the earls otf Buckinghamshire, 
and St. Vincent, to give evidence before 
the select.committee of the house of com- 
mons; appointed to consider the 11th re- 
port of the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry. They were infonmed that the 
house would send an answer by messen- 
gers of its;own. . Lord viscount Sidmouth, 
and the earl of Buckinghamshire stated 
that they had: no objection to attend.— 
& long conversation arose on the subject 
ef the: Pancras Poor bill. The commital 


of the bill stood for Thursday next; but 
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lord Suffolk wished that order might be 
discharged, and another made out for a 
more distant day, This suggestion was ob. 
jected. to by the earl of Westmorland, the - 
bishop of St. Asaph, lord Auckland, and 
some other noble peers; when it was pro- 


posed by the earl of Westmorland, that - 


the bill be committed on Friday next. 


on Thursday he should submit a motion — 
to the house, which, if acceded to, must 
prove fatal to the bil. 

‘(West Iwpra Bitrs.] The Earl of 


|he brought forward, for the production of 
an account of the bills drawn from the 
West India islands, upon the treasury, ta 
which their lordships then agreed, and the 
noble secretary, now in his place, said he had 
‘no objection to those accounts; however, 
they had not yet been produced, and he 
‘greatly wished them to be brought forward 
‘before the end of the session, ‘To obviate 
the objections on the score of inconve- 
nience, which were made on a former 
evening, he would now move an address tq 
his majesty, that there be laid before the 
house an account of sums drawn from 
the West India islands upon the treasury, 
amounting to 1,000].and upwards, from 
the lst day of December, 1798, to the lst, 
of December, 1801, specifying the dates, 
times of payment, &c.” 

Lord. Hawkesbury observed, that the pre+ 
sent was, in point of fact, a part of the 
motion formerly made by the noble earl, 
to which, as far as respected the object of 
it, he had no objection. However, the 
impossibility of being able to make out 
accounts of so voluminous a nature as 
those called for, within the time elapsed, 
should be considered. If the noble earl 
would expressly state what particular point 
he wished to be informed upon, what par- 
ticular circumstance he wished to be ex. 
plained, he would endeavour to procure it, 
and such should be produced in the shortest 
possible time. The same objections, on 
the score of incovenience or impractica- 
bility, applied to the second motion, nearly 
as much as to the first. The number of 
sums which it would embrace, the consi- 
derable time which it must unavoidably 
take up, the number of clerks selected, as 
the most conversant in such businesses, who 
must be employed, and. taken away from 
important avocations, were points wortby 


of serious consideration ;. so much so, that 


The bishop of St. Asaph gave notice, that — 
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wnless some specific point were more ex- 
pressly adverted to, he should feel .it his 
rather to resist the present motion. 
Jt would be better, upon the whole, con- 
sidering the business was in such a train 
of proceeding, that the original motion 
should be followed up. 

The Earl of Suffolk disclaimed any in- 
tention or disposition of creating unneces- 
sary trouble to any departnent of govern- 
ment. He had sat in parliament nearly 
twenty-five years, and this was-only the 
second time he had mowed for any papers. 
His first motion was made about three 
years ago, the object of which was to lay 
before the house an account of the pro- 
duce of the sale of old naval stores in 
Great Britain, The motion was then ac- 
ceded to, but the accounts had never yet 
been produced. He should repeat that mo- 
tion this night, but he should first advert 
‘to the motives upon which he grounded 
the propriety and necessity of the motion 
he before alluded to, It appeared to him 
(indeed he had it from the best authority) 
that much abuse existed in the manner in 
which bills from the West Indies on the 
treasury were paid. In proof of the ex- 


istence of that abuse, he could cite the au- 
thority of the principal West India mer- 
chants in this country, or even bring them 


to the bar of the house, should such be 
their lordships’ pleasure, to corroborate 
and substantiate his assertions respecting 
the abuse he alluded to.. He would now 
content himself with adducing one instance 
from a great number of others, in which 
a West India merchant held bills of that 
kind on the treasury; they were drawn at 
61 days, and when they became due, he 
presented them for payment. Instead of re- 
ceiving the cash as he expected, accommo- 
dation bills were offered at 61 days-fur- 
ther, bearing an interest of 51. per cent. 
‘This was understood to be the usual practice, 
but the merchant whom he had in his eye, 
pleaded the necessity he «was under of 
paying very heavy bills that pressed upon 
him, and that he could not keep up his 
credit, unless his just demand on the trea- 
sumy was punctually paid. The 51, per 
cent, interest could be of little moment to 
him under such circumstances; he might, 
therefore, persist in peremptorily insisting 
on immediate payment, otherwise he should 
be under the necessity of protesting the 
bills. The treasury at first demurred ; 
but seeing the firmness of the merchant’s 
-resalution, they gave him an order for the 
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money. It was unnecessary to comment 


upon such an abuse. The individual suf- 
fered the inconvenience of the first in 
stance; and the public were next saddled 
with the additional burthea of the 5 per 
cent, interest for the additional 61 days. 
Lord Hawkesbury expressed bimself whol- 
ly unacquainted with the transactions al- 
luded to by the noble earl; besides, it re- 
ferred to a department different from that 
over which he had the honour to preside. 
He then made some remarks, following 
up the observations he had already made, 


‘respecting the propriety of suflering the 


former motion to stand, 
The Earl of Suffolk took the opportu- © 
nity to advert to the circumstance of no 
effectual attention having been paid to 
his motion, for an account of the proceeds 
of the oid naval stores, which he made 
two years ago, and which was then ordered 
by the house; that was the second time 
he had ever moved for papers, though be 
had twenty-three years the honour of be- 
ing a member of that house. His late me- 
tion on this subject was withdrawn, in 
consequence of a mistake he had made in 
the year. His lordship concluded by mov- 
ing, “ for a return of the proceeds of the 
old naval stores, from the Ist of Decem- 
ber, 1803, to the Ist of December 1804.’’ 
The Marquis of Sligo, with reference to 
what had been said relative to the West 
India bills, observed, that these bills were 
generally at 91 days.—After a few observa- 
tions from lord Hawkesbury, the noble 
earl withdrew his second motion, and per- 
mitted the first to remain as it originally 
stood.—The earl of Suffolk then moved 
for the account of the produce of the sale _ 
of old naval stores, but limited the pe- 
riod from the first of December 1802, till 
the first of December, 1804, which was 
or Fox.] The Lord 
Chancellor rose, pursuant to notice, to sub- 
mit a motion to their lordships respecting 
the place and manner in which Mr. Justice 
Fox should be altowed to attend the dis- 
cussion on matters that concerned him, 
or even enter upon his defence and justi- 
fication, should that learned gentleman 
deem it fit and expedient soto do. He 
had taken much pains to enquire into pre- 
cedents to regulate what he should pro- 
pose on the present occasion ; but he could 
not meet with-one that appeared to him to 
be exactly in point. Much difficulty arose 
in his.mind from the manner in which the 
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“spiritual peers from Ireland were summon- 
-ed to attend parliament. There was also 
-a case of the attendance of Scotch judges, 


‘who were called upon by the house in the 


“year 1763, to deliver-their opinion upon 
certain points to the house. The Scotch 
-judges at that time did not stand in the 
‘same predicament as the learned gentle- 
man now concerned, and therefore their 


_ -€ase could not apply to the present. He 


felt much for the situation of the learned 
judge, and he wasconvinced that every 
possible mark of respect and regard should 
be paid to him by'the house. But from the 
precedents which he had consulted, he was 
directed to think, that the learned gent. 
‘ could not well sit on such an occasion in 


_ «the body of that house, but that a chair 


should be prepared for him below the bar, 
and that every proper instruction should 
Be given by the learned lord who sat on 
-the woolsack,. or the noble lord who pre- 
sided at the table in committees of the 
house, that the learned gent. should expe- 
-Fience every possible mark and indication 
.of respect which the house could afford 
his appearance, below the bar. It was in 
-his opinion to be left to the option of that 
learned person, whether or not he should 
-attend in his judicial robes, or not. ‘The 
‘learned lord, after further elucidations of 
. the case, concluded with a motion for the 
appearance of the learned gentleman in a- 
chair below the bar. 
Lord Auckland differed somewhat in opi- 
‘.nion from the learned lord, and conceived 
-it to be in the spirit of the act of union, 
- that the learned judges of Ireland should 
‘be treated as the judges of this country, 
who. attended as peers in that house. 
‘Lord Carleton rose to address their lord- 
ships upon the subject. He delivered him- 
- self in a low tone of voice.. With respect 
to the learned judge, to whom their lord- 
‘ ships’ present deliberations referred, he had 
obviously no particular interest i the ques- 
tion, farther than he was anxious for the 
_ preservation of his own dignity, and that 
‘of his judicial character. He called their 
_lordships’ attention to the provisions and 
. effect of the act of settlement, under which 
_ the powers of the parliament, with respect 
to his majesty’s judges, were derived. He 
- was proceeding to expatiate,upon this topic, 
- when his lordship was attacked by a sud- 
_den illness, and was obliged to decline 
. speaking. He sat down, and immediately 
; fell backwards on his seat. The debate 


: and business of the house were immediately 
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suspended. He was paid every attention 
by most of their: lordships present; and 
when the noble viscount had somewhat re- 
covered, 

The Lord Chancellor, neatly and. feel. 
ingly adverting to the unfortunate circum. 
stance which had just taken place, said he 


|should, under the pressure of the event, 


move, that the committee on the case of 
Mr. Justice Fox be adjourned from Thurs- + 
day, till the following day; and the pre- 
sent debate, he would beg leave to move, 
should be adjourned till Thursday. These 
propusitions seeming to meet the cordial 
assent of their lordships, were forthwith 
ordered accordingly.—Adjourned. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, May 28. 


[Mixvutes.] Brooke brought ina 
bill for the better regulation of the Woollen 
Manufacture; which was read a first time, 
ordered to be printed, and read a second 
time on Thursday se’nnight.—On the mo- 
tion of lord Glenbervie, a message was 
ordered to be sent to the lords, requesting 
their lordships would give leave to the earl 
of Buckinghamshire, the earl of St. Vincent, 
and lord viscount Sidmouth, to attend the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Report 
of the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, 
for the purpose of being examined.—Mr. 
Glover, from the commissioners of the 
customs, presented, an account of the quan- 
tity of Corn imported into the port of Lon- 
don, pursuant to an order of the house. 
—Mr. P. Moore gave notice, that on'Thurs- 
day next he would move, that the petition 
which he presented in March last from the 
Calico Printers, be taken into considera- 
tion.—On the motion of Mr. Vansittart, 
the house went into a committee to consi- 
der of the propriety of enabling the lord- 
lieutenant of Ireland to grant a certain 
sum out of the consolidated fund for the 
purpose of paving the city of Dublin. In 
the committee the sum of 20,0001. was the 
sum voted as necessary. The house being 
resumed, the report was ordered to be re- 
ceived on Thursday next.—The report of 
the committee on the Expiring Laws was 
ordered to be referred to a committee of 
the whole house on Thursday next.—The 
Free Port bill was read a second time, and 
ordered to be committed on ‘Fhursday.— 
The house went into a committee to con- 
sider of the act imposing a duty on Wool- 
lens exported to the:East Indies. —On the 
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motion of Mr. Rose, who observed, that 
whe duty operated very injuriously to our 
woollen manufacture, the committee came 
to a resolution that, in their opinion, the 
duty should cease, ‘The report was order- 
ed to be received on Thursday.—Mr. Rose 

ve notice,-that on Thursday next, he 
should move, that the house go into acom- 
mittee on the act relative to the Southern 
Whale Fishery.—Mr. Vansittart obtained 
leave to bring in a bill for the more effec- 
tual administration of the office of Justice 
of the Peace, and the prevention of Felo-| 
nies, within the district of Dublin.—Sir 
G. Hill moved, that there be laid before 
the house an account of the damage done 
te the house of tae bishop of Derry, by 
the eccupation of the king’s troops in 
1796 ; and also of the sums agreed to be 
paid to the bishop as a compensation by 
the [rish government ; but on the sugges- 
tion of Mr. Vansittart, who, after paying 
a high compliment to the right rev. pre- 
late, observed, that a negotiation on the. 
point was now pending, and that he had 
reason to believe before next session it 
would be sufficiently matured to be sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the house, 
the hon. bart. withdrew his motion.—Lord 
Glenbervie informed the house, that the 
lords on receiving the message, requesting 
the attendance of three noble lords before 
a committee of the house of commons, had 
stated their intention of returning an an- 
swer by a messenger of their own.—The 


_ report of the committee on the Irish Li-| 
cence bill was brought up and agreed to, 


and the bill ordered to be read a third time 
to-morrow. 

Customs Recuration BrLt.] 
The house went into a committee on the 
Irish Excise and Custom-house Ojficers’ 
bill. 


Mr. Fitzgerald opposed it on the ground } 


that the bill created an additional and un- 
necessary expence, at a time when every 
such expence ought cautiously to. be avoid- 
ed. It increased patronage. Though a 
commissioner could not himself sit in par- 
liament, his father, his son, or his brother, 
was eligible. At a period like the present, 
when the means of taxation were so ex- 
hausted, that the right hon. the chancellor 
of the exchequer for Ireland had been un- 
der the necessity of recurring to the hearth 
money, a tax that had been formerly re- 
pealed by the Irish parliament, it became 
doubly expedient to guard against a waste 
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ofthe public money. When the right hon. 
Vou. V 
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gent.who now filled the chair of the house of 
commons, was secretary in Irelund, he had 

proposed several regulations in the offices of 

the revenue, which had they been acted 

upon would, he was convinced, have pro- 

duced the happiest effect ; but the increase 

of commissioners was not one of those 
measures; and had that increase been ne- 

cessary, it would scarcely have escaped the 

discernment of that right hon. gent. On 

all these accounts he should move, that 

the chairman do leave the chair. 

Mr, Foster replied to the observations of 
the hon. gent. so far from the measure be- 
ing merely expedient, it was absolutely ne- 
cessary for the proper collection of the re- 
venue; and the expence would be amply 
repaid by the increase of revenue that must 
follow; though the bill would create an 
apparent. additional expence of 10001. a 
year to each commissioner, yet the effect 
of t he expected to be an increase of from 
40. to 50,0001. annually in the revenue of 
the customs. In 1662, in the reign of 
Charles II. the number of commissioners 
was fixed at that at which it now stands, 
seven for the customs, and five for the ex- 
cise; and could it be said, that the ad- 
dition of two to the last-mentioned de 
partment was an enormous addition? He 
denied that he had been obliged to have 
recourse to a renewal of the hearth tax. 
This insinuation had, he knew, been thrown 
out in Ireland, for the purpose of. exciting 


the lower orders to discontent ; but it was 


unfounded.—After a few words from Mr. 
Fitzgerald, and some observations by sir 
J. Newport and Mr. Ormsby in favour of 
the bill, and by Mr. Latouche against the 
bill, Mr, Fitzgerald’s motion was put and 
negatived. The bill passed through the 
committee, and the report was ordered to 
be received on Thursday, Sim 
IMPEACHMENT OF Lond Metvitte.} 
Mr. Robert Dundas (son of lord Melville), 
adverting to the notice given yesterday 
evening, by an hon. gent. not now -in his 
place (Mr. Whitbread), of a motion for 
an impeachment of lord Melville, intima- 
ted, that in the event of lord Melville’s . 
wishing to be heard in person before the 
house in justification of his conduct (which 
wish he bad no doubt he would express), 
he should, on the same duy, submit a mo- 
tion to the house, that lord Melville be al. 
lowed so to be heard. 
{[Navat Asttum.] Sir John Borlase 
Warren presented a petition from the go’ 
vernors, &c. of the Naval Asylum, pray- 
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ing for the aid of parliament, to carry 
into effect. the purposes of the institution. 
The petition was brought up, and read ; 

setting forth, ‘* that the petitioners have ob- 


served and deplored, that in this nation no 


provision whatever was made for the or- 
phans of those braye men whose lives have 
been devoted on board of his majesty’s royal 
pavy to:the defence of his empire, and 
therefore undertook to form an asylum 
for the reception of such orphans, aided 
by the munificence of the royal family, 
and by the liberality of the public, whéreto 
not only the brave defenders of their coun- 
try may look for the future support and 
protection of their orphans, but wherein 
orphans of like description are now reared 
by the petitioners for the service of their 
king and country; and that, in order to 
carry their objects into full effect, the pe- 
titioners do humbly petition parliament for 
public aid; and, in conformity with their 
former exertions, they trust, that by their 
application of any grant now made to them, 
the present liberality of government will 
prove future economy to the nation; and 
that, with respect to the sum requisite for 
the purchase of ground and the erection 
of buildings for the asylum, the committee 


repose om the: generosity of parliament, | 


while they beg leaye ta point out two pre- 
cedents; the one: is @ grant, during the 
space of fifteen years, from 1756 to 1771 
inclusive, of 33,0001, per annum, on an 
average, to the Foundling Hospital; the 


other is a grant, last year, of 32,4001, after 


preceding annual grants to a much larger 
amount, to the miljtary asylum at Chelsea; 
and the petitioners hope also, that the par- 
liament will, as in the case of the Found- 
ling Hospital, be pleased to render the 
asylum and its limits free from all parlia- 
mentary and parochial dues and rates, ex- 

pt those already imposed thereon, and 
rom all parochial jurisdiction whatever, 
civil and ecclesiastical.” 

Mr. Pierrepoint seconded the motion, 


and expressed his full persuasion, that the 


house and the country at large would be 
cheerfully disposed to concur in granting} 
liberal aid to an institution, the object of} 
which was to protect the orphans of those 
gallant seamen who liad bravely fallen in 
the defence of their country, 

Mr, Wilberforce too supported the peti 
tion, and heartily approved its object; 
hoping the bouse would institute a full en- 
quiry into the subject, and extend its pro- 
visions to the orphans of officers im — same 
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manner as in the military asylum at Chels 
sea.—The petition was referred to a come 
mittee. 

(Stats of THE Army] Colonel Crau. 
furd rose to ask the right hon. the chan. 
cellor of the exchequer, whether, in the 
course of the present session, it was his 
intention to bring forward any measure 
for the more effectually increasing the dis. 
posable force of the country; a measure 
which he conceived of the utmost impor- 
tance, and without which. it would be im. 
possible for us to extricate ourselves with 
honour or advantage from the war in which 
were engaged. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer answered, 
that not having seen the hon. member of 
late in the house, he conceived it proba. 
ble that he might not be aware of the mea 
sures already adopted for that purpose ; one 
of which was the bill for allowing soldiers 
from the wilitia to volunteer into the line, 
a measure which he had now the satisfac, 
tion to say had been productive of very 
successful consequences to the general sere 
vice, so far as it had gone in this country, 
and which he vnderstood, though he had 
‘as yet seen no actual return, had been very 
successful also in Ireland. 

Colonel Craufurd replied, that although 
he was prevented from attending his duty 
‘in parliament, he was not entirely ige 
norant of the measures adopted. That ta 
which the right hon. gent. alluded, was one 
which he had himself last year strenuously 
recommended, and now so bighly approve 
ed; but he begged leave to remind the — 
right hon. gent. that it was but a temporary 
expedient to increase the line for the pres 
sent, and that some effectual provision for 
a permanent supply to the service was ab+ 
solutely necessary, But as the right hon, 
gent. seemed to have no particular mea- 
sure in contemplation for that purpose, he 
should himself, at no very distant day, bring 
forward a motion on that subject. 

[Paizze Aczency The order,-of 
‘the day for the house to take into further 
‘consideration the report on the Prize Ree 
gulation bill having been read, sir W. Scott. 
‘moved, that the bill be re-committed. | 

Sir Charles Pole objected to the. bill ale 
together, as being the very reverse, in fact, 
of that which it purported to be, namely, 
‘a bill for the encouragement of British sea. 
men; it was rather a bill. for the encou- 
ragement of Doctors’ Commons, and- for 
‘the discouragement of seamen, and, which, 
he was convinced, instead of doing any 
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‘good, would be productive of considerable 
mischief. It was a bill to give certain 
judges salaries of 40001. a year, and 10U0I. 
a year upon their retirement from office, by 
way of pension. It was a bill to institute 
an expensive establishment, the expences 
of which were to be defrayed by the maim- 
ed and wounded seamen in Greenwich- 
Hospital. It took no- notice of proctors 
in the prize courts, their conduct, or any 
limitation of their fees or costs; nor did 
it go to relieve the prize captors from the 
évils under which they laboured, through 
the delays occasioned by having their causes 
in the hands of a single proctor, so crowded 
with business, and so interested in delays 
as to cause the sailors infinite expence and 
vexation, and especially when, as was the 
custom, the proctor employed sold his bu- 
siness to another, and that person to a 
third. Sometimes the profits of the busi- 
ness were sold in anticipation, as was the 
case of Mr. Heseltine, who sold the anti- 
cipated profits of his business to his clerk 
for 50001. The hon. admiral went into a 
statement to shew that the number of 
causes tried in the admiralty court, within 
the nine years ending in 1801, were no 
less than 4000, beside appeal cases; and 
that in one year there were 720, of which 
560 were contested. The chief hardship, 
therefore, was, that the seamen who were 
Suitors in that court, were confined to a 
single proctor, and he could see no reason 
why they might not, like every other class 
of suitors in other courts, chuse their own. 
Upon the whole, he was convinced that the 
seamen, whom it was professed to encou- 
rage, who should read the bill, would con- 
ceive it to be, what it really was, a mock- 
ery of their hopes. It would rather tend 
to promote, than prevent the desertion of 
seamen and petty officers. He was sorry 
to say from experience, that this brave class 
of men were neglected, but it was the truth. 
He ‘respected the talents and character of 
the right hon. and learned gent. who brought 
itin, but he could not change his opinion 
of the measure. Another point he had to 


observe upon was, that the prize shares| 


comirig to his majesty’s land forces, had not 
been accounted for in any document ‘that 
he could find, either during the last or pre- 
sent war. The account surely ought to be 
forthcoming somewhere, and the money 
appropriated to an hospital, or other pub- 
he institution, if there wére no claimants, 
He concluded by voting against the recom- 
Mitment of the bill, 


Mr. James Martin thanked the hon. ad- 
miral for having made the obsetvations 
which he had then delivered, and believed 
that his sentiments were those of the public, 

The Adrucate-General (sir Jobn Nicholl) 
vindicated the bill, which he said was, in 
most of its clauses, a transcript of the last 


Prize Cause bill, and the same in principle’ 


with every prize cause bill that had been’ 
passed for the last century.- The assertions 
of the hon. admiral, with respect to défray- 
ing of the expénces of any institution, by 
charges on the worn-out seamen of Green 
wich Hospital, were unfounded, otherwise’ 
than in the assertion of the hon. admiral; 
and with respect to’ restricting the claimant’ 
to the employment of the king’s proctor, it’ 
could not be changed without violating the 
prerogative of his majesty, who has ap= 
pointed that proctor. The gentleman now: 


in that office, did not purchasé ‘his situa<’ 


tion, but was regularly appointed after the 
death of his predecessor, and he believed’ 
no man ever acquitted the duties of his si-’ 
tuation with more honour or fidelity. With’ 
respect to the delays which occurred to the’ 
captors in obtaining possession of prizés, 
ithe hon. admiral must know, that all right 
of prizes was in the crown, and that none~ 
could be given to the captors until judg- 


ment was finally pronounced in their favour,” 


It was frequently a fortunate thing for the’ 
country, that decisions were® not too ra- 
pidly made, as many questions of great de= 
licdcy, involving the rights of other nations, 
and their amicable intercourse with this, 
were implicated in those questions, and 
therefore they required the most cautious 
and deliberate proceedings. The hon. mem- 
ber enforced the propriety of the present’ 
arrangement, respecting the King’s proc- 
tor, by a variety of illustrations, Foreign 
ministers frequently interfered respecting 
captures, and government might feel it ad- 
viseable, on such representations, to take 


‘some steps which it would’be very incon-. 


venient to attain, if they were to be com- 
pelled' to run about to a number of dif- 
ferent proctors, chosen by the captors, Bes. 
sides as to the alledged abuse, the king’s 
‘proctor could’ not charge a farthing more 
‘thah any other man in the profession. 
He was quite independent of the agents, 
and that was for the benefit of the cap- 
tors. An alteration of the’ present sys- 


tem would be a change, but not an ims. — 


provement. -As for the five thousand 


pounds ‘a year, was that all profit to the. 


A 


king’s proétor? A gteat part of a proctor’s 
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bill must be made up of money laid out, and 


perhaps only a fifth part of it was profit. 
The hon, and learned member then proceed- 
ed to condemn a hasty mode of censuring 
persons in public stations. ‘The proctor’s 
bill might be taxed by the register, and if 
that did not satisfy him, he could go to the 
judge of the court. The expences. of the 
causes arose out of the nature of the thing. 
Adjudication must be had. Evidence must 
be taken in a general way, by a long set 
of standing interrogatories at the out-ports, 
and translations of different foreign lan- 
guages skilfully and precisely taken, and 
hence a great expence must necessarily be 
incurred. It was necessary for the justice 
and the honour of thecountry. With respect 
to limits, it must depend on circum- 
stances, under the control indeed of the 
judge. There was no ground whatever for 
the various imputations and criminations 
that were attempted against the body of 
proctors. Who could limit the charges of 
suits in Westminster-Hall, or of business 
in parliament? The constitution and the 
administration of the court in Doctors’- 
Commons were excellent. Every possible 
proper means were taken for the ends of 
justice. The captor had a complete power 
to compel his agent; and.as captors were 
sometimes indiscreet, a power was also 
given to Greenwich Hospital to call upon 
the agent. He did not know a more per- 
fect system, This bill was very far pre- 
ferable to that of last year, both for its 
particular legislative merits and for its 
economy, 


_. Sir Charles Pole explained, that he meant 


no personal reflection on the present king's 
proctor, but objected to the office itself as 
centering in one person. 

Sir J. B. Warren, in a very low tone of 
voice, made a few observations in favour 
of the bill. - ’ 

_ Admiral Markham said, he did not rise 
to oppose the bill, as he thought it con- 
tuined some very good clauses, but in other 
parts he felt persuaded that it would not 
answer the purpose iuteuded. As for the 
state of our seamen, he was not one of those 


who thought that they were, or that they, 
_ had been neglected. On the contrary, he 


believed that there was no class of people 
whose interests were always more sedulous- 
ly attended to; and he. thought that his 
hon. friend opposite (sir C. Pole) could not 
mean auy thing contrary to the general 


‘meaning of this opinion ; that in 


this bill they were not considered quite so 


much as they might. The board, or what: 
ever it was called, at Greenwich Hospital, 
he thought objectionable. Greenwich 
Hospital was a great naval asylum, and it 
was highly necessary to preserve regularity 
within it. He could not, therefore, ap. 
prove of setting up a sort of prize-office on 
such a plan, to which after a peace, the 
blessings of which we might. be permitted 
to look to, four or five thousand seamen. 
might resort in one day, and occasion a 
great deal of inconvenience. Every body 
must know in what numbers the suilorg 
came to town after the conclusion of the 
last peace. Now, might not such number 
of persons going to the prize-office in the 
hospital, have a very bad eifect on the 
wholesome regularity of that establish- 
ment? For this reason he disapproved of 


that situation for such a purpose. He . 


likewise thought that the treasurer of the 
navy and governor of Greenwich hospital 
ought not to have the power of paying ac« 


cording to their own direction. He. had 


no other motive nor object in what he 
now troubled the house, except the public 
good. Concerning the king's proctor, it 
was a delicate subject; but he was sure 
that some regulations on this head were 
much desired by the navy. He thought 
also that the agents were not sufficiently 
noticed. He considered the bill favour- 
able; and if it was passed, he thought that, 
in a little time, circumstances would occur 
to render it prudent for those who had 
brought it in, to alter those parts which he 
now thought were objectionable. He must 
say, that on such a subject as this, he did 
not think it possible to pring in a perfect 
bill. 

Sir IV. Scott thanked the hon. admiral 
for the candid and liberal manner in which 
he had expressed himself when he stated 
his objections; but still he thouglt that 
both his objections, and those of the other 
hon. member, were rather reasons for going 
into a committee, than objections to the 
bill. He hoped to hear the hon. member 
(sir C. Pole) adopt the exposition of his 
sentiments respecting the treatment of 
sailors made by the hon, admiral, and 
retract the censure he had pronounced 
upon the legislature, and those who exe- 
cuted the laws, in such broad terms. He 
could not bring himself to think that the 
morals of Greenwich hospital would be 
endangered in the manner the honourable 
admiral seemed to fear, by, the seamea 
going there to receive their pittance. He 
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declared his firm intention of resisting any 
change in the mode of the office of king’s 
proctor, as being extremely dangerous, It 
was a matter only started about two years 


o. He then proceeded to condemn the 
reflections made on the charges in the 
causes in Doctors’ Commons, and could 
not think it a fair way of treating a court 
of justice, to get hold of some extravagant 
bill, without reference to the proper mode 
of corrections, and bring it into parliament, 
and make it the foundation of a complaint 
against the court of justice, which would 
have chastised the person who misconduct- 
ed himself.—He must speak a little of 
himself. If such charges weré well found- 
ed, there must be a disposition in the judge 
to resist the correction of abuses. Had he 
made a charge, such as the hon. member 
(sir C. Pole) had made against him, he 
should have gone out of the house with a 
consciousness of having done him an injus- 
tice. 

’ Admiral Berkeley supported the bill, and 
thought it might be rendered more perfect 
in a committee. He praised very highly 
the talents and services of the hon. and 
learned baronet (sir W. Scott); but main- 
tained that the abuses complained of two 
years ago by an hon. admiral actually did 
incontrovertibly exist, and they might exist 
again. 

Sir C. Pole said, he was by no means 
disposed to adopt the interpretation which 
had been put on his words by an hon. ad- 
miral. lis opinion was, that the interests 
of the seamen were not sufficiently attend- 
ed to; and as that was his opinion,. he 
trusted he might be permitted to express it 
freely as a member of parliament, without 
intending to say any thing personally of- 
fensive or unpleasant to auy gentleman. 

Dr. Laurence approved of the bill, and 
bore testimony to the very able manner in 
which his right hon. and learned friend 
(sir W. Scott) adininistered justice in the 
court of admiralty, He also defended the 
usual manner in which business was done in 
those courts, and instead of thinking that 
captors had any thing to complain of, he 
thought, on the contrary, that they had 
somewhat too great advantages over those 
who were to defend the property.—The 

-question for-the re-commitment of the bill 
was then put and carried. 

" Mr. Johnstone thought it necessary, be- 
fore the speaker shoyld leave thechair, to 
recommend an instrdction to the commit- 
tee to make some provision. for the more 
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speedy determination of cases of appeal. 
He adverted to the number of unjust deci- 
sions of the vice-admiralty courts in the 
last war- Of 318 decisions of this kind, 
259 had been immediately reversed. He 
allowed all possible merit to the diligence 
of the right hon. gentleman opposite (sir 
W. Scott) by means of which an accu- 
mulation of appeals, to 1000, beginning at 
the close of the American war, and con- 
stantly increasing during the last war, was 
gradually reduced, and now altogether re- 
moved. He represented the great incon- 
ventence and expence attending this delay. 
He adverted to the improvement of the 
appeal tribunal by the association of the 
judges of the courts in Westminster-Hall, 
in the time of lord Hardwicke. He also 
adverted to the system- recommended in 
these cases by Dr. Paul, lord Mansfield, sir 
Dudley Ryder, and sir George Leigh. He 
thought the administration of the admiral- 
ty court ought to be totally separated from 
that of the court of appeal. He moved 
that it be an instruction to the committee 
to make provision for the better regula~ 
tion and dispatch of the trial of appeals in 
prize causes. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer allowed, 
it was important, that there should be all 
due dispatch in these cases; but he did 
not think any interposition of the legisla- 
ture necessary with a view to that object. 
Indeed, the hon. gent. had himself ac- 
knowledged, that the difficulty that former 
ly stood. in the way of the dispatch of these 
causes, had been removed by his right 
hon. friend (sir W. Scott). The constitu- 
tion of the vice-admiralty courts abroad, 
was also materially amended from what ‘it 
had been, at the time when, according to 
the statement of the hon. gent. fifteen out 
of sixteen of the decisions of these.courts 
were reversed. It wasa matter of great de- 
licacy to interfere so materially with a 
judicature, which was to give satisfaction, 
not only to this country, but to all other 
nations. This delicacy was confirmed by 
a reference to the association of the judges 
of-the courts iu Westminster-Hall in the 
decision of appeals, which though un- 
doubtedly, as the hon, gentleman stated, 
an improvement, was regarded with much . 
jealousy by foreign powers, as an innova- 
tion that might lead to some abridgment of 
their rights, There was no necessity for 
separating the admiralty judicature from 
that of appeals. His right hon. friend, 


from delicacy, never attended on appeals 
- 5 


| 
| 


from his own decisions. For himself he 
did not think this delicacy necessary, and 
in the highest tribunal in the empire, it 
was known that the highest judivial officer, 
often with much advantage to justice, 


‘spoke on judgments given by himself. 


‘The Judye Advocate accounted for the 
multitude of appeals in the last war, by 
the circumstance of the Americans’ being 
then for the first time in the situation of a 
neutral power, and their carrying on the 
whole*colonial trade of France.—The pro- 
position was negatived, and the house 
wént into the committee, in which 

Mr: Rose-recommended the propriety of 
having an office where séamen, or their re- 
presentatives, might know theirshare of all 
prizes, and the’ names of the agents. He 
thought this office should’ be under the 
government of Greenwich-Hospital. This 
proposition gave rise to much conversa- 
tion, but the suggestion was generally ap- 
proved of. 

- The Chancellor of the Exchequer was per- 
fectly sure a generally known office for pri- 
zes was highly necessary, and he thought it 
would be. more properly situated’ in Lon- 
don than in Greenwich. Still, however, 
he could not: agree that a new board of 
commissioners, with salaries, should be 
appointed,.when the addition of a few 
clerks to an establishment already in ex- 
istencein the navy: office, would be likely 
to attain the end in view. The clause 
stood over till the report. The-bill was 
then gone through.— Adjourned to Thurs- 

— 
HOUSE OF LORDS. . 
Thursday, May 30. 

or Junce Fox.] The order 
of the day for resuming the adjourned: 
debate upon the subject of the form of 
attendance, &c. of Mr. justice Fox, upon the 
committee of the whole house, being read, 

Lord: Carleton rose, and resumed his 
observations upon the subject. . After re- 
férring. to some: cases and precedents, he 
observed*that, with respect to the right of 
issuing writs of assistance, upon which so 
much stress had ‘been laid, the act of union 
being silent upon the subject, regard should 
be had‘to what was the common law and 
custom of the realm. That of Ireland 
was, that the judges were entitled to re- 
ceive writs of assistance, whenever their 
attendance in the house of lords was deem- 
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custom of England. ‘he English judgey 
did not attend as imperial judges, but as’ 
the judges of England; they had no ap-. 
thority over Irish cases ; every principle in 
favour of the rights of the English judges: 


favour of that of the Irish judges; ‘the case’ 
was very different with respect to the Scots 
judges, they had officially no seats in the 


by the act of union, identified and consoli- 
dated with the British parliament, and 
placed on a footing of perfect equality; in 
corroboration of this, was the circum~ 
}stance, that all the members on the part’ 
of Ireland were taken from the then exist~ 


ing Irish parliament, and not by new elec-- 


tions after the union, as was the case with 
the Scotish members. Under these cdnsi- 


rule, and custom of the realm, should be 
resorted to, which was in favour of the’ 
Irish judges receiving writs of assistance, 
who were entitled, in every respect, to be 


treated exactly in a similar mauner with. 


those of England. 

Lord Hawkesbury entertained the high- 
est fespect for every thing that proceeded’ 
from the noble and learned viscount; but 


opinion from him. ‘The present question 
he took to be, how and in what manner, 


Mr. justice Fox was to attend, if he should 


think fit to attend, to defend himself against 
ithe articles and charge? It was perfectly: 
clear, that no person was admitted into 
ithe ‘body of that house, except in virtue of 
‘a writ or summons, of one description or 
lanother. No writs, as the law at present 

tood, were issuable to the Irish judges, 
of course they were not competent to be 
jadmitted within the house. Until the’ 
point should be decided, they certainly 
were not entitled. Under the letter of the 
act ef union, they were not: but it may 
be a future question, whether they should 
be entitled, by a special legislative provi- 
sion, The point in question, however, he 
thought the house perfectly competent to 
decide; and the practical question was, 
whether, as the law now stood, writs of 
assistance were issuable to the Irish. If 
not, they were not entitled by law to come 
into the body of the house. The ‘general’ 
question may be decided by various modes. 
With respect to the idea of the houses- 


Irish peerage were, by representation, in= 
corporated with that of Great Britain ; yet, 


to receive those writs, obtained equally in| 


Scots parliament ; but that of Ireland’ was, | 


derations, he thought the common law, : 


in the particular case, he rather differed in - 


.being-incorporated; it was true that the 


| 
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it did not follow, that every appendage of 
the Irish parliament was identified with 
those of great Britain, or to be attached to 
the imperial house of lords. Such could 
not be considered as flowing from the 
union. At the same time, he freely ad- 
mitted, that the case of the Scotish judges 
could not, by fair analogy, furnish an argu- 
ment against the rights and privileges of 
those of Ireland, . 
The Earl of Limerick concurred in the 
opinion of the noble lord, that the Irish 
judges were not admissible within the 
house, except by virtue of writs of assist- 
ance. However, in the present particular 
case, it should be expressly declared and 
understood, that the proceeding of an in- 
dividual should not tend to impair, still 
less to cede that principle of right, which 
he conceived, by the genuine principles of 
the union, to vest in the judges of Ireland. 
‘Tn saying this, he meant not in the least to 
advocate the cause of the learned judge in 
question, still less to say any thing to pro- 
crastinate the proceedings; but to express 
his wish, that any act, dictated by the 
judgment or the feelings of an individual, 
should tend to infringe or impair the rights, 
or the dignity of the judges of Ireland. 
The Lord Chancellor said, he was as an- 
xious to uphold the dignity of the judges 
of Ireland as any man in that house, but 
he begged their lordships to recollect that, 
in the present case, Mr. justice Fox was 
not called ou to attend. He was merely 
at liberty to attend. The fact would de- 
pend upon his choice, which, if it was, 
that he will attend, he had suggested the 
most respectful mode and place which, 
under the existing law, he could be allowed. 
With respect to the right of attending with- 
in the house, it seemed universally ac- 
knowledged, that such could not be derived 
but from a writ of assistance; and, in re- 
ference to the existence of such a right in 
the Irish judges, there were various. modes. 
of proceeding to ascertain its existence, or 
to vest it, in case it may be held not to 
exist. For his own part, speaking as an 
individual, when he considered the pro- 
bability of having a number of Irish causes 
to discuss, and when he recollected the 
torture of hearing such a multiplicity of 
Scots causes, the assistance of the Irish 
judges, as attendants in that house, would 
be very grateful to him, 
The Earl of Carnarvon argued for the 
propriety of having the rights of the judges, 
@ rather of the people of Ireland, decided 
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on in that respect. The noble earl seermed 
of opinion, the right did exist, and that 
the people of Ireland should have their 
causes decided on, with the assistance of 
the judges of Ireland. 

Lord Ssmerton™(archbishop- of Dublin) 
was of opinion, that by a fair construction 
of the act of union, the Irish judges were 
placed on a perfect equality with those of 
England. By the third article of the 
union, it was expressly said, that the two 


legislatures should become one and the 
same parliament. The act made no dif- 


ference with respect to the rights of the 
Irish judges; if they were entitled to re- 


‘ceive writs of summons before the union, 


they, not being deprived of that right by 
that act, still continued to enjoy it. All 
the judges of Ireland, as well as Mr, jus- 
tice Fox, were concerned in the present 
‘case; what distinctions were made by the 
‘act of union in these respects, between the 
judges of England and those of Ireland? 
‘If. they had the power of issuing those 
writs, they were called upon in justice 
to act upon it. At any rate, if the house 
decided contrarily to his sense, in the pre~ 
sent instance, he hoped it would be se 
‘done as not to impair the rights of the 
judges of Ireland. 

} ‘The Earl of Carlisle considered the 
question as one of considerable importance, 
and it should be thoroughly canvassed and 
‘solemnly decided upon, The right might 
be found rather to lie in the parliament of 
Ireland, than in the judges. The act of 
union was silent upou the subject, and the 
‘existence of the right should be ascertain- 
.ed, previous to any proceeding ‘hostile to 
it taking place. 

The Earl of Radnor seemed of opinion, 
the question should be decided upon; at 
the same time, it should be considered, 
that, though by the union, the two parlia- 
ments were made the same, the judges were 
‘not members of that parliament; through- 
out the whele act no idea of the kind seem- 
ed to be entertained. 


that, whatever the decision of the house 
might be with respect to the forms of pro- 
ceeding—whether in his mind suitable to 
the dignity of the judges or not; it was 
natural to suppose, that the strong interest 
which the learned judge must take in bis 
defence, would urge him to come forward 
therein. In that view of the case, he 


previously decided, 


Lord Carleton, in explanation, observed, 


thought the question of right ought to be. 
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The Marquis of Stigo regretted that such 
@ discussion could be deemed necessary, 
and seemed to deprecate proceedings 
which would go-to place even Irish judges 
in_a situation where an English judge 
would not be placed; and to think that a 
decision, as to the right, should be previ- 
ously made. 

Lord Holland was of opinion the house 
should not come to a hasty decision upon 
the point atissue. He was equally adverse 
to doing that which might be contrary to 
Jaw, on the one hand, or of instituting a 
proceeding which might tend to take away 
the right contended for, on the other. He 


- thought the interposition of the previous 


question, as the case then stood, would not 
be an improper mode; they should not do 
that hastily which might tend to prejudge 
a question of such great and various im- 
portance. 

' Lotd Auckland thought that a middle 
course might very well be adopted; such 
as should leave the question of right sus- 
pended. He would, therefore, propose to 
amend the original proposition, by insert- 
ing, after the words, Mr. justice Fox, 
“ that not receiving a writ of summons,” 
This would leave the question open for 
future discussion, by assigning, as a reason, 
that it was in consequence of his not re- 


_ e€iving a writ of summons, that the pro- 


posed mode of proceeding was adopted. 

The Lord ChanceHor thought the amend- 
ment unobjectionable; at the same time, 
he. wished to explain, in answer to what 
had been thrown out by some of their 
lordships, that he had no doubt whatever 
as to the existing law, and he was sur- 
prised that, ever since the union, not one 
idea had been suggested of the rights of the 
Irish judges to attend the imperial parlia- 
ment, until this case of Mr. justice Fox 
oceurred. The amendment asserted no 
law, but left the case: open to future dis- 
cussion, or to the application of legislative 
measures with respect to it. 

The Earl of Carnarvon did not approve 
of the amendment. It appeared to him of 
an evasive nature, and he thought the at- 
tendance of the learned judge at the bar 
would be a practical decision on the case. 

Lord Holland considered the amended 
as worse than the original proposition. 

The Earl of Carysfurt considered the at- 
tendance of the judges of both countries as 
a right of the united parliament, and of the 
subjects of the realm; as a right which 
they could be held as destituted, because 


it was not specifically mentioned in the 
actof union. He seemed to think the pre 
sent discussion would be better postponed, 
until the general question should be de- 
cided. He allowed the amendment would 
still leave the question open, but still he 
had serious doubts as to the effect of the 
actual proceeding.— After which the quese 
tion was put on the amended motion; 
which, in effect, was, ‘‘ that if Mr. justice 
Fox should think proper to attend the 
committee of the whole house, he should, 
‘not having received a writ of summons,’ 
be accommodated with a chair at the bar,” 
On this their lordships divided ; when there 
appeared for the amended motion, 18; 
against it, 10. Majority, 8.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, May 30. 


(Mixutes.] Mr Shaw brought up a 
bill for amending the laws relative to bakers 
in Dublin; read a first time, and ordered 
to be read a second time.—Mr. I. H. Brown 
presented a second report of the committee 
on the Caledonian canal. Ordered to be 
printed.—The bill for amending the gene- 
ral turnpike act was read a third time, and 
passed.—The chairman of the committee 
appointed to consider of the propriety of 
allowing coals to be brought to London by 
the Paddington canal, reported that the 
pressure of time did not allow the com- 
mittee to give the subject the full consi- 
deration which its importance required, 
The committee recommended that 50,000 
ton of coals should be allowed to be 
brought by the canal between this period 
and the Ist of June, 1806, paying the 
same duty as coals brought coast-wise. It 
was also recommended that a committee 
should be appointed early in the next ses- 
sion for the full and complete investigation 
of the question. The report was ordered 
to be printed.—Sir C. Price presented a 
bill for making compensation to persons 
injured by the erection of the London 
docks. Read a first time, and ordered to 
be read a second time.—Mr, P. Moore 


presented a petition from certain free- 


holders of Middlesex, praying the house to 
interpose its authority to procure them 
compensation from the parties in the late 
controverted election for that county, for 
their loss of time in attending as witnesses, 
before the committee appointed to try the 
merits of that election. The precedent of 
the Carlisle case being read, the petition 


— 
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was referred to a committee.—The bill for 
regulating the office of paymaster of the 
forces was read a third time and passed.—' 
The bill for amending the act of last ses- 
sion, for the better prosecution of felons in 
the united kingdom, was read a second 
time, and ordered to be committed to- 
morrow.—Mr. Vansittart brought in a bill 
to provide for the more effectual adminis- 
tration of the office of justice of the peace 
in Dublin; and a bill for amending the 


_ act allowing bounties for supplying certain 


places in the united kingdom with fish. 
The object of this bill was, to allow the lord 
lieutenant of Ireland to appropriate the 
sum allowed for bounties in that country, 


. to the repair of harbours.—Both these bills 


were read a first time, and ordered to be 
read a second time to-morrow.—Sir John 
Stuart, as chairman of the committee on 


_ the repairs of the Romney, &c. reported, 


that the lords had, in answer to the request 
of the house to permit the earls of Buck- 
inghamshire and St. Vincent, and lord 
Sidmouth, to come and be examined before 
the committee, as to the proceedings with 
respect to sir Home Popham, desired to 
be informed of the grounds of the request, 
and the particular objects of the examina- 
tion. The chancellor of the exchequer 
thought the matter of this report worthy of 
consideration, and moved that it should 
be taken into consideration to-morrow.— 
Mr. Foster brought in a bill for regulating 
the collection of the hearth duty in Ire- 
land. Read a first time, and ordered to 
be read a second time to-morrow.—On the 
motion of the chancellor of the exchequer 
the order for the production of accounts of 
monies invested in the funds in the name 
of the accountant-general of the court of 
chancery, and the deputy remembrancer of 
the exchequer, for the account of suitors in 
these courts, was discharged, and the ac 
counts were ordered in the amended form 
of accounts of unclaimed dividends, and 
that part of such dividends as stood in the 
names of these officers—On the motion of 
Mr. Jeffery, after a few observations from 
admiral Markham, a number of accounts 


‘relating to the supply of foreign timber to 


the navy, were ordered, with a discretion 
of omitting the names of the places and 
persons whence the timber was to be ob- 
tained, when the disclosure would be in- 
convenient to the public service. The 
form of this limitation was suggested by 
the chancellor of the exchequer. Several 
accounts relative to the stores of British 
Vou. 
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oak timber, and the building and repairs 
of ships, were also ordered on the motion 
of Mr. Jefiery.—On the motion of the 
chancellor of the exchequer, the Smug- 
gling Prevention bill passed through a 
committee. When the house being re- 
sumed, the report was brought up, ordered 
to be printed, for the purpose of being 
taken into further consideration this day 
se’nnight, and an order made that the pe- 
titioners against the bill be heard by coun- 
sel against the bill if they think fit, on the 
further consideration of the report.—The 
Irish Stamp Duties bill, the Irish Malt bill, 
and the Irish Excise License bill, were read 
a third time and passed.—The Irish Dis- 
tillery bill, the West India Free Ports bill, 
the Post Horse Duty Farming bill, and the 
Auditors of Public Accounts bill, passed 
severally through committees. To be ree 
ported to-morrow.--Mr.Alexauder brought 
up the report of the committee on the pro 
priety of allowing the lord lieutenant of 
Ireland to grant the sum of 20,0001. to the 
paving board of Dublin for paving that 
city. “The resolution was agreed to; and 
it was ordered to be an instruction to the 
committee on the paving commissioners’ 
bill, to make provision therein pursuant 
thereto.—Mr. Alexander brought up the 
report of the committee for exempting 
woollens exported to the East Indies from 
duties of customs; the resvlution was 
agreed to, and a bill ordered accordingly.— 
The house went into a committee on the 
Southern Whale Fishery act; and, on the 
motion of Mr. Rose, resolved, that the 
bounties at present existing for the en- 
couragement of that trade, should be con- 
tinued. The report was ordered to be re- 
ceived to-morrow.—Mr. Alexander brought 
up the report of the Irish Excise and Cus- 
toms Offices bill, which was agreed to, and 
the bill ordered to be read a third time to- 
morrow.—On the motion of Mr. Foster, 
an order was made for a committee of the 
whole house to consider of the propriety 
of improving the harbour of Dublin on the 
north side of the hill of Howth, and making 
it a fit station for his majesty’s packets. 
[Carico Printers’ Petition.] Mr, 
P. Moore rose, pursuant to notice, to move 
the appointment of a committee to exa- 
mine the pétition he had the honour to 
present to the house in the month of 
March last, from the journeymen calico 
printers ; and also to move, that the evi- 
dence taken before a committee in the 
course of the last session upon this subject, 


| 
i | 
d | 
e 
| 
| 
; 
: | 
| 
1 
L 


147 -PARL. DEBATES, May 30, 1805.—Calico Printers’ Petition. 


should be referred to the consideration of 
the said committee, in order to make a 
report thereon. In bringing forward this 
business, the hon. member was glad to see 
the right hon. the chancellor of the exche- 
quer in his place, as he was led to believe 
that that right hon. gent. was not unfriend- 
ly to the object of the petitioners; but, on 
the contrary, rather disposed to accelerate 
their relief, and to render them complete 
justice, The knowledge of this circum- 
stauce without doors would, he hoped, 
have the effect of urging the masters in 
the calico printing trade to accede to that 
amicable adjustment with the journeymen, 
which had beer so strongly recommended 
by an hon. friend of his (Mr. Sheridan) 
about the close of the last session. It was 
very much to be regretted that such an 
adjustmet had not taken place, and the 
disinclination of the masters to consent to 
it, rendered it indispensably necessary to 
the cause of justice, that some legislative 
- proceeding should be adopted. He had 
consulted with the chairman of the com- 
mittee which sat last sessions, and it was 
his opinion, with that of many other mem- 
bers of that committee, that it was highly 
‘proper that something decided should be 
done. ‘The question for consideration, as 
it struck him, was this, whether the or- 
dinary and established relation between 
masters and jourueymen in the other me-: 
chanical professions should exist in the 
trade of the calico printers. At present nd 
such relation did exist. All the advan- 
-tages of the system of appreuticeship were, 
in this trade, on the side of the masters, 
which, the moment an apprenticeship ex- 
pired, the person who served it was likely 
to be thrown out of bread, without even 
the chance of future employment. It was, 
he contended, one of the first duties of a 
good government, particularly in a trading 
country, to attend to a case of this nature. 
While the system of apprenticeships went 
on, it was surely unfair that it should ope- 
rate altogether in favour of one of the con- 
tracting parties; the one devoting so many 
_ years of his life to qualify himself to work 
as a journeyman at a trade, from the-op- 
portunity of employment at which the 
master excludes him, by the extreme and 
successive multiplication of apprentices. 
‘In consequence of this practice, there were 
at present some thousands of journeymen 
calico .printers out of work; the greater 
part of whom are refused employment, 
unless they consent to sign a second con- 


tract, or indenture, binding themselves to 
serve a kind of second apprenticeship, on 
the terms prescribed by the masters. The 
diflerence between the wages of an ap- 
prentice and a journeyman was, he obsery- 
ed, from 4s. and 7s. to 24s. aud 50s. per 
week, Of course the masters were na. 
turally disposed to prefer the former. It 
was, however, incumbent on those to whom 
the duty of leg'slative arrangement belong. 
ed, to consider fairly the interests of all 
classes. And the interest of the master 


was not, surely, entitled to such a prefer-— 


ence as should put that of the journeyman 
entirely out of view. But with respect to 
the interest of the community ; the value 
of any article of manufacture was to be 
estimated in a great measure with refer. 
ence to the price of labour. Now, as the 
calico printers sold their goods at a price, 
founded on the rate of wages at 30s. per 
week, although they obtained persons to 


work at 4s. aud 7s. it struck his mind that | 


they had more profit than they were justly 
entitled to. For the. fact was, that al. 
though the journeymen were deprived of 
their subsistence, to make way for the em- 
ployment of boys, and thus to reduce the 
expence of manufacture, no reduction 
whatever took place in consequence of the 
price of the article to the public. All the 
profit was confined to the master, none 
whatever was given to the consumer. It 
really appeared to bim, that such a case 
formed a tit subject for taxation, and ought 
to be made productive to the revenue. ‘The 
hon. member concluded with submitting 
his motion. 

Mr. Rose was ready to admit the impor- 
tance of this question, aud was fully inclin- 
ed to give the utmost attention to the 
prayer of the petitioners. Their case, he 
was well assured, was deserving of cousi- 
deration. But from the knowledge he bad 
of a similar business in the course of the 
two last sessions, he was much afraid that 
the sul ject was too complicated to be gone 
into at the present advanced period of the 
session; that it could not be disposed of 
in one or two days, as the hon. mover 


seemed to imagine, nor in so many weeks.. 


He therefore submitted to the hon. gent. 
whether it would not be better to postpone 
the matter till the next session, when, as 
early as he chose to bring it. forward, he 
(Mr. Rose) should -be ready to give him 
any assistance in his power.—Mr. Kger- 
ton and Mr, Lascelles thought the case of 
the petitioners highly deserving of atten- 
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tion, but concurred with the right hon. 
gent. who spoke last, that it was too late 
in the session at present to give it all the 
consideration that was due to it. . 


Mr. P. Moore expressed his unwillingness | 


to press the subject at present. He wished 
and hoped that ministers would take up 
the case of the petitioners, and bave jus- 
tice done to them. ‘They could hardly 
select a casé where the exertion of their 
influence would do them more honour. 
The petitioners he felt to be treated with 
great injustice, and he trusted that the gen- 
tlemen who professed a disposition to at- 
tend to their claims, would give him their 
assistance next session, when, at an early 
period, he pledged himself to bring the 
subject before the house. —T'he hon. mein- 
ber, with leave of the house, withdrew 
his motion. 

[ImprAcHMENT or Lorp Me 
Mr. Whitbread said, that when he had 
given notice of a motion arising out of the 
tenth report, for Thursday next, it was 
on the supposition that the report of the 
select committee might bave been printed 
by this day, and that members would con- 
sequently have sufficient time to take it 
into consideration. Ashe was now in- 
formed that it could not be printed till Sa- 
turday, he was under the necessity of 
postponing his motion. As he understood 
Monday se’nnight would, not be a conve- 
nieut day, he should now fix Tuesday se’n- 
night for the motion of which he had given 
notice. 
_ The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, he 
understood the uotice which the hon. 
member had given, embraced two objects: 
the first was the impeachment of lord Mel- 
ville ; the second, certain resolutions which 
he intended to move against him.. As to 
the first object, 1t was possible that the 
grounds which the hon. member might take, 
would be so connected with the volumin- 
ous Inatter of the report, that it imght be 
absolutely necessary toallow metbeis time 
to read and consider the whole; but, if the 
second object of his notice, the resolutions 
which were to be moved against him per- 
sonally, did not depend upon so many cir- 
cumstances, but laid in a narrow compass, 
he hoped it might be possible to bring them 
forward on the day first appointed. It 
certainly was not for him to name any par- 
ticular day: that must be in the breast of 
whoever should bring the motion, forward, 


but he felt very desirous, that whatever | 


related to him personally, should be sub- 


- 
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mitted to the consideration of the house 
with as little delay as possible. , 

Mr. Whitdread declared, that it would-be, 
his personal wish to bring the motion for- 
ward as soon as possible ; but when it was 
considered that many members would go 
out of town for the holidays, and would 
not sce the report till Wednesday next, he 
thought it would be too much to ask them 
to discuss it the fullowing day,- Many would 
wish to read the whole report before they 
felt prepared to give an opinion on any part 
of the subject; he must therefore adhere 
to his intention of bringing forward the mo- 
tion of impeachment cn ‘luesday se’nnight, 
and as soon as that question was disposed 
of, he should be ready without delay to pro- 
ceed with the resolutions respecting the 
chancellor of the exchequer. 

Mr. Canning said, the matters which were 
to be made the grounds of charge against 
his right hon, friend the chancellor of the 
exchequer must be known, and any mem- 
ber of the committee was competent to 
say, whether what related to the conduct 
ot his right hon. friend was capable of be- 
ing considered first. He wished some other 
member of the committee besides the hon. 
gent. (Mr. Whitbread) to say whether 
that part of the report could be separated 
from the general matter. If it could be 
separated, and if it could be clearly under- 
stood in this distinct form, he saw no rea- 
son why any member of the committee 
might not move that it be taken into con- 
sideration on Thursday. 

Mr. H. Lascelles stated, that the general 
matter of the report related tolerd Mel- 
ville and Mr. Trotter. The part which re- 
lated to the right hon. gent, the chancellor 
of the exchequer, was distinct. There 
were only three points that could be made 
the ground of resolutions against the right 
hon. gent.: the application of the 40,0001. 
the conversations with Mr. Raikes, and the 
ailair of Jellicoe. ‘These points were plain 
aud distinct, and required no delay tor 
the consideration of them, at the same time 
that it was most important that the sense 
of the house upon them should be speedily 
pronounced. If no other member of the 
committee thought there was reason for: 
delay, he thought the matter ought to be 
proceeded on without delay; and if ne 
other was disposed to move that the points 
he had referred to be taken into cgnsidera- 
tion at the earliest period, be should 
Mr. Whitbread said, if the hon. gent. 
did what he proposed, be believed he would 
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do that which was wholly without pre- 
cedent. When one member gave a notice of 
a motion, it would be very extraordinary 
indeed that another should take the busi- 
ness out of his hands, merely because he 
might wish it to be decided upon a day or 
two sooner,’ It would be for the house to 
consider whether any thing resulting from 
the papers could be judged of before the 
papers were fully considered, and whether 
the papers could be fully considered in any 
time short of that ke proposed. Unques- 
tionably the members of the committee 
had the means of forming distinct opinions 
without this delay; and it was asa mem- 
ber of the committee he had the means of 
forming the opinion on which he had given 
his notice. But that was not a reason for 
calling on the house to pronounce without 
consideration on what the members of the 
committee were already perfectly acquaint- 
ed with. ‘The committee, as a body, had 
not agreed to propose any proceedings on 
the report. If the committee had been of 
opinion to institute such proceedings, the 
chairman would have been instructed ac- 
cordingly. He had asked the chairman, 
whether he meant to submit any motion to 
the house ; and it was on being informed 
that the chairman had no such intention, 
that he formed the determination of bring- 
ing forward the measure of which he had 
given notice. He again represented the 
extraordinary proceeding of the hon. gent. 
in taking the matter out of his hands 
merely because he wished the business to 
be considered a day or two earlier., The 
papers would not be ready before Saturday 
evening. Many gentlemen would have 
left town before that day for the holidays, 
and would not, of course, have the papers 
in their hands before Wednesday. He 
thought the day he mentioned sufficiently 
early, and he adhered to the order he bad 
laid down. 

Mr. H. Lascelles hoped that he was not 
disorderly in the notice he had given, as he 
assured the house that nothing was farther 
from his intention than to be guilty of any 
irregularity. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer asked, 
whether the hon. gent. meant to bring for- 
ward both motions on the same day? He 
thought the hon. gent. could hardly expect 
the house to decide so summarily. 

Mr. Whitbread said, be had meant merely 
that there would be no delay on his part. 
He would be ready to submit his se- 
cond prepositions as svon as the house 
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could meet after the discussion of the first 
part, 

Mr. For would not say that it was not 
competent to any member, who should 
think proper so to do, to give a notice for 
the anticipation of that of another, It was, 
however, a matter of delicacy, subject to: 
that discretion which was usually exercised 
on every such occasion. 

[Stipenprary Cunares’ The 
Attorney-General moved the third reading 
of the Stipendiary Curates’ bill.’ 

Mr. Barham opposed the motion. He 
thought it a bill that took away part of the 
property of the rector, although the duty 
was performed. If the duty were not 
performed, he might see some reason for 
the measure. The bill was at variance with 
existing statutes, and at variance with its 
ownenactments. If the property of the 
church was to be attacked, let it be at- 
tacked directly and openly, and not indi- _ 
rectly and in disguise. He was one who 
wished the church supported by the state, 
believing our church to be upon the whole 
the purest church in Christendom. But 
the present bill tended to vitiate the con- 
stitution, and subvert the establishment of 
the church. Not only the ecclesiastical, 
but political power it conferred on the 
bishops was alarming. It gave opportuni- 
ties for their interfering in elections, which, 
from cases easily to be remembered, might 
be much and very grievously abused. On 


ithe other hand, 1t shook to the base the 


foundation of all ecclesiastical property. 
The tenure of such property would, after 
the passing of this bill, should it pass, be to- 
tally changed. The scale of appropria- 
tion did not measure income by the neces- 
sities of the curate, but by the opulence 
of the living. What, under the circum- 
stances, le should have thought, and did 
think, most desirable, was, to have moved 


‘fora committee to. examine into the sta- 


tutes bearing on the subject, and generally 

to consider of the best mode of regulating 

the interests of the curates, and others” 
affected by the present question. 

Mr. Alexander was decidedly inimical to 
the measure. Ever since the commence- 
ment of the French revolution, church pro- 
perty was rendered insecure, by new doc- 
trines, The present bill partook of the 
character of the revolutionary edicts of the 
French Jacobins. Church property was un- 
settled by such laws. The king and par- 
litment ought to resist innovation in the 
rights of property with regard to the churcht 
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Mr. Fuller knew that in the county of 
Sussex, which he had the honour to repre- 
sent, the clergy had not had time to make 
up their minds as to the bill. He there- 
fore, if seconded, sould press that the 
pill should not be read a third time till this 
day six months. 

Mr. Deverell thought the measure both 

remature and imperfect. He should not 
opposed it if it bad thrown the church 
property into a mass, and proposed to ap- 

int a vicar-general of church revenues, 
who should distribute incomes to the cu- 
rates as they might be worthy. At present 
it was a bill to enlarge and extend the pa- 
tronage of the bishop. If it was for the 
good of the public, he should not object; but 
when it was a bill empowering the bishops 
to raise the incomes of the curates to 250]. 
or 1501. a year, it was a bill of mere dio- 
cesan patronage. As far as it changed the 
usage of the law of the land, it was still 
more objectionable. No appeal laid, but 
to the quarter sessions, or the archbishop 
in London. It took away the ordinary op- 
tion of the common law. For all these 
reasons he thought the measure ought to 
be postponed. 

Mr. Graham had so great an objection to 
the bill, that he would support the amend- 
ment. The bill placed the clergy in a 
worse situation than any other of his ma- 
jesty’s subjects. It was a bill to enforce 
the residence of curates, but to banish the 
rectors. 

Mr. J. H. Browne supported the bill. It 
went no farther than other statutes, except 
in as far as related to livings above 4001. 
-ayear. The objection to this law would 
be a good objection to all other laws. 

Mr. Pole Carcw thought the measure in- 
complete. It ought to have been devised 
so as to embrace the subject of great ec- 
clesiastical bodies, that did not give more 
than from 261. to 50]. a year, though their 
revenues were enormous. 

Lord Porchester went over the grounds 
of his former arguments against the mga- 
sure. He thought the measure founded on 
the antient jacobin principle. The worst 
reform and innovation would he, if it were 
attempted to reform the church on those 
principles so exploded by gentlemen over 
against him on former occasions ; yet these 
were the very principles now setup in this 
bill. Ifthe gentlemen of opposition had said, 
in 1794 or 1795, that the church revenues 
were salaries, mere properties, which the 
public gave, and the publie might take 
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away, the other side would have denounced 
such language as unwarrantable, and un- 
constitutional. He thought the bill un- 
principled, incoherent, and wicked. He 
moved an amendment, that this bill be 
read a third time this day three months. 
The Attorney-General defended the mea- 
sure, but would not go over a ground of ar- 
gument which had been previously so much 
contested. He insisted that there was no+ 
thing new in the principle of the bill, and 
took shame to himself for nothing so much 
as that he did not introduce it before. —The 
house then divided; for the original mo- 
tion 38; for the amendment 17 ; majority 
for the bill 21.—The bill was accordingly 
read a third time, and after some verbal 
amendments, passed, and sent to the lords. 
— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, May 31. 


[Conpvuct or Jupce Fox.] The order 
of the day being read, for the house to 
resolve itself into a committee on the 
matters respecting Mr. judge Fox; that 
venerable person, accompanied by his 
counsel, Mr. Adam and Mr. Nolan, im- 
mediately entered the house, where Mr. 
justice Fox was placed in a chair below the 
bar, habited in his judicial robes. Mr, 
Adam, as soon as the charges contained in 
the address were read at the table, re- 
quested permission to offer a few observas 
tions to their lordships, on the part of his 
learned client. He adverted to the pecu- 
liar situation in which the learned judge 
was placed, a state of accusation before 
the highest and most august tribunal in the 
country ; a proceeding, forming a case 0 
the greatest importance in itself, and still 
more important from its perfect novelty, 
and the consideration of its going to form 
a precedent for future ages. He then ad- 
verted to the whole course of the ‘pro. 
ceedings, from the period of their having 
first been instituted, by the first petition 
presented by a noble marquis, exactly that 
day twelvemonth to the present moment, 
He alluded to the alterations which’ had 
been made from time to time in the mat- 
ters of charge; which were not only, fo a 
certain extent, new modelled, but had even 
new matter, and such very recently added 
to them. There had been new facts intro- 
duced, he said, and charged in a different 
way. The learned counsel then proceeded 
to advert to the proceedings upon the case, 
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in the out-doors committee of their lord- 
ships ; a proceeding instituted from the 
best and purest motives ; but, in this their 
lordships were placed, he observed, in the 
situation of a grand jury. The proceed- 
ings, in a certain point of view, may be 
regarded as ex parte ; and he adyerted to the 
advantages which would accrue to the ac- 
cusing parties, against his learned client, 
were he not admitted to the knowledge of 
those proceedings. What he should have 
humbly to request of their lordsbips was, 
that his learned client should be furnished 
with a copy of those proceedings, of which 
he was necessarily in the dark. ‘The no- 
velty of the case added to its extreme 
importance ; and though no precedent ob- 
tained to guide their lordships’ proceed- 
ings, yet, in such acase, he submitted, that 
the dictates of the common law, aud the 
custom of judicial proceedings, should be 
allowed to furnish some light. He expa- 
tiated upon the distinct nature of grand 
and petit juries ; of those who were to tind 
the accusation, and those who were to try 
the issue. Publicity was one of the essei- 
tial attributes of justice. After most ably 
adverting to the circumstances of the case, 
and dwelling upon points calculated to il- 
lustrate and enforce it, the learned counsel 
concluded an eloquent and energetic speech, 
by submitting a request to the above eflect, 
on the part of his learned client, who, he 
said, was prepared with a petition, if such 
was judged necessary by their lordships, 
for the purpose. 

The Lord Chancellor thea moved, that 
the connsel be ordered to withdraw; which 
having taken place, his lordship made a 

-warlety of observations on the proceeding 
which had just taken place; aud on part of 
what had fallen irom the cbunsel. As to 
the proceeding requested on the part of the 
learned judge, it appeared to him ouly to 
involve a question of form. Among other 
points, he alluded to what had been ad- 
vanced respecting the changes made iu the 

_hiatters of charge; these, he observed, 
might be made on various grounds, found- 
ed in the wisdom or discretion of those 
noble lords, who were engaged in the dis- 
cussion, or who had brought the motion 
forward; the propriety, therefore, of ad- 

-vancing, that such had taken place, on 
any particular grounds, which any person 
may take for granted, he considered as 
very questionable, 

Lord Grenville, when he considered the 
pericct novelty of what was then under 
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discussion, would not offer an opinion up. 
on the general case ; yet it struck him as 
unobjectionable, and as a matter of justice, 
that the request made on the part of the 
learned judge should be complied with, 
He saw no difficulty in point of form; but 
even if some did prevail, it should yield 
to the more important dictates of justice; 
they should endeavour, as far as possible, 
to place the accuser and the accused ona 
footing of perfect equality. The previous 
committee was instituted on the best 
grounds, and in one point of view was 
meant as a check against persons in. the 
important station of the learned judge, be- 
ing lightly called upon to answer for their 
conduct before that house. The request 
appeared to him a matter of justice; but- 
even were it to be considered as a matter of 
favour, whatever favour prevailed, should 
be preferable for the accused. To bring 
the question regularly before the commit- 
tee, his lordship moved, that the chair. 
man be instructed to move the house, 
“that the committee appointed to inves- 
tigate the matter alledged in charge against 
Mr. justice Fox be revived; that they may 
report to the house what evidence was 
given thereon, in order that the same may 
be communicated to Mr. justice Fox.” 
Lord Hawkesbury entertained no serious 
objection to complying with what was pro- 
posed. Lie, however, in adverting to the 
node in which the proposition was made, 
supported the observations of his noble 
and learned friend on that part of the sub- 


ject. Tie vindicated the proceedings which 


had hitherto obtained, from which the ac- 
cusing parties had derived no advantage, 
but what, from the inherent nature of the 
case, was absolutely unavoidable. 

Lord duckland considered what had been 
proposed, as proper, just, and necessary. 
lie had toreseen that such a proposition 
would be made. ‘The previous investiga- 
tion, in the out-doors committee, which 
was instituted for the advantage of the ac- 
cused, would, if the present request was 
not complied with, operate as an engine 
of injustice against him. In support of 
these conclusions, his lordship adverted to 
some details of the proceeding. He thought 
the motion of the noble baron a good one; . 
but still, were it amended by the omission 
of that part which mentions, ‘ for the pur- 
pose of the same being communicated to 
Mr, justice Fox,” it would be perfectly 
unobjectionable. 

Lord Mulgrave, in delivering his senti- 
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ments upon the subject, expressed his 
doubts whether the advantages alluded to 
could accrue to the accusers. In illustra- 
tion of which idea, he adverted to the 
close and secret nature of the proceedings 
of ihe committee. 

Lord Grenville, in explanation, could 
not concur with his noble friend’s idea, that 
the committee in question could in any de- 
gree be considered as a secret one. The 
noble baron also adverted to some of the 

roceedings therein. 

The Lord Chancellor made some further 
observations upon the subject; he also ex- 
pressed his doubtsas to the advantages which 
could accrue from the proceedings which 
had hitherto taken place ; but it should be 
recollected, that in cases of accusation in 
general, certain advantages lay, and un- 
avoidably, with the prosecutor. Ile seem- 
ed to entertain doubts as to the propriety, 
considering the mode, of what was pro- 
posed ; and he knew of no instance of co- 
pies of proceedings of the kind, being 
granted, on a similar application on the 
part of the accused. 

Lord Auckland, in enforcing what he 
had before advanced upou the subject, 
expressed his opinion, that, in the present 
state of the case, it was necessary the re- 
quest should be complied with. He ar- 
gued shortly against the idea, that the com- 
mittee in question was, in any sense, a se- 
cret one.—Some further conversation en- 
sued, in the course of which, it was mo- 
ved by one of their lordships, “ that the 
chairman do leave the chair.”—The ques- 
tions were then put, on which the chairman 
was directed to leave the chair; and the 
house resuming, the resolution of the com- 
mitteee was reported to the house; in con- 
sequence, the coinmittee were ordered to 
sit again on Wednesday next.—Adjourned. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, May 31. 

{Mrinutes.] A new writ was ordered 
on the motion of lord Ossulstone, for the 
borough of Shrewsbury, in the room of sir 
W. Pulteney, bart. deceased.—Mr. Foster, 
by order of his majesty, in compliance with 
an address of the house, presented, an ac- 


count of the estimates of the expences of, 


the buard of first fruits in Ireland; also 
an estimate of the expences for the improve- 
ment of the harbour of Howth, near Dub- 
lin. Ordered to lie on the table.—The 
Broadstairs Harbour Improvement bill was 
read a third time and passed.—Lord Archi- 
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bald Hamilton brought up the repart of 
the committee, on t e petitions against 
the corn bill, which were ordered to lie on 
the table, and to beprivted. ‘The noble lord 
also gave notice of a motion for an early 
day, on the subject of the matter contained 
in the report.—Colonel Craufurd moved 
for the following: accounts respecting the 
state of the regular army, to the production 
of which he understood no objectionwould 
be made. Ist, An account of the total eflec- 
tive strength of the regular army on the Ist 
of May, 1805. This he wished to have only 
in the aggregate, lest any objection should 
be made to the disclosure of the detail of 
distribution. 2d, A return of the number 
of men that had been raised by the addi- 
tional force bill, in the few months from 
the Ist of January, to the 30th of April, 
1805, specifying the number raised by the 
parishes, and by recruiting. Sd, An ace 
count of the number of men raised by the 
ordinary recruiting within the same period. 
4th, An account of the casualties in the 
regular troops on the home establishment, 
within the same period; and, 5th, An ac- 
count of the casualties in the foreign sta- 
tions within the last four months, for which 
returns have been received at the adjutant- 
general’s office, These accounts were se- 
verally ordered. Colonel Craufurd then 
gave notice, that on an early day after the 
papers should be laid betore the house, he 
should bring forward a motion on the sub- 
ject. After a few observations from the 
chancellor of the exchequer and colonel 
Craufurd, the motion was fixed for Thurs- 
day next.—Mr. Jeflery having mentioned 
in his motion of yesterday cartain papers 
which were of importance to the full in- 
vestigation of the subject to which his for- 
mer motions referred, without any pre- 
face moved, that there be laid before the 
house, a copy of the letter of sir A.S. 
Hamond to earl St. Vincent, dated Dec. 
28, 1802; also a copy of the answer to the 
same from earl St. Vinceut to sir A. S, Ha- 
mond, dated Dec. 29, 1805. Ordered.— 
On the motion of lord Henry Petty, the 
returns to the order of a former day, re- 
lative to certain sums paid by the receiver- 
general of the land-tax in Scotland, were 
ordered to be presented forthwith.—On 
the motion of sir W. Elford, pursuant to 
notice, an account was ordered of the quan- 
tity of timber of a certain description that 
had been used in his majesty’s dock-yards 
for ships of the line from the year 1785 to 
1805 inclusive—On ihe motion of the 
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chancellor of the exchequer, the house re- 
solved itself into a committee of ways and 
means, Mr. Alexander in the chair. On 
the motion of the chancellor of the exche- 
quer it was resolved, that from the success 
of the system pursued last year, it was 
expedient that a lottery to consist of 90,000 
tickets, producing 900,000]. at the rate of 
10]. per ticket, should be carried into exe- 
cution in three lotteries for the present 
year, and that the lords of the treasury 
should be empowered to contract for any 


- number of tickets for each, and to make 


such regulations as they should think fit, 
velative to the amount of prizes drawn. 
Ordered.—It was also resolved, that the 
charges of allowances to adjutants and ser- 
jeant majors of the British militia, and the 
allowance to British militia subaltern offi- 
cers, should be defrayed out of the land- 
tax, and that the charges of the pay and 
clothing of the militia of Ireland should be 
defrayed out of the consolidated fund of 
Treland. On the house being resumed, 
the report was ordered to be received on 
Wednesday.—The Universities Advowson 
bill was ordered to be read a third time this 
day se’nnight.—The Irish Excise and Cus- 
toms bill, was read a third time and passed. 
—dOn the motion of Mr. Huskisson, leave 
was given to bring in a bill to amend the 
act of the 43d of his majesty, chap. 99, 
relative to the receiver-general of the du- 
ties of assessed taxes. The amendments 
referred to two points: first, to enable the 
commissioners of taxes in the different 
counties to administer the oath to the re- 
ceivers, which, as the law now stood, was 
required to be taken before one of the ba- 
rons of the exchequer; and 2dly, to sup- 
ply an omission in that bill, by directing 
the receivers to repay the surcharges, now 
required to be paid in course, if, on ap- 
peal to the judges, the surcharges should 
be reversed.—The house, on the motion 
of Mr. Vansittart, went into a committee 
-on the Dublin Paving bill, and the blanks 
haying been filled up, the house was re- 
sumed, the report was brought up, the 
bill, as amended, ordered to be printed. 
and the report ordered to be taken into 
further consideration on Monday se’nnight. 
—Mr, Sturges Bourne brought up the re- 
port of the Irish Distilieries bill, which was 
recommitted, when the report was received, 
and after some conversation the amends 
ments were agreed to, and the bill ordered 
to be read a third time on Wednesday.— 


_ After a short conversation between Mr. 
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Vansittart, Mr. Latouche, and Mr. Alex. 
ander, the Dublin Police bill was read q 
second time, and ordered to be committed 
on Wednesday.—Mr. Huskisson gave no- 
tice, that on Weduesday he would move, 
that the report of the coal committee be 
referred to a committee of the whole house, 
with an intention of moving in that com. 
mittee that a certain quantity of coals be 
aliowed to be brought to London by the 
Paddington canal, 

[CamBERWELL Waterworks Bitt.] 
Sir John Frederick brought up the report 
of the committee on the South London 
Water-works bill. The report which 
stated only that the allegations of the pre- 
amble of the bill had not been proved, 
having been read, the hon. baronet moved 
that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. Tierney observed, that the commit- 
tee had not made any report of the bill, 
but merely that the preamble had not been 
proved; and contended, that in compli- 
ance witb the forms and proceedings of 
the house, some report should have been 
made on the bill itself. The committee 
had endeavoured to get rid of the bill alto- 
gether, by adjourning for six weeks, and 
afterwards by negativing the preamble and 
two material clauses, when directed by the 
house to proceed with the bill. He was 
at a loss what course to take on the occa. 
sion, and appealed to the chair for ine 
struction. 

The Speaker calling the attention of the 
house to the subject, stated, that the com- 
mittee to whom the bill had been com. 
mitted, having reported to the house, 
there was in form a report of it before the 
house. It would, however, be competent 
to any other member who disapproved of 
the report of the committee, either to move 
to negative the present motion for the pur- - 
pose of proposing clauses on the report 
which might appear to him necessary to 
perfect the bill, or should that in his view 
be impracticable, by proposing clauses to 
move that the bill be recommitted, which 
would leave it ina state as if nothing had 
been previously done in a committee, A 
discussion of some length took place, du- 
ring which the motion that the report do 
lie on the table, was negatived; and on 
Mr. Tierney’s moving that the report be 
taken into consideration on Wednesday 
next, an amendment was moved by Mre 
Baldwin, that, it be taken into further con- 
sideration this day three months, on which 
a division took place. For the original 
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motion 9; for the amendment 51; ma- 
jority 42.—The bill is of course lost this 
session. 

{[Connucr or ApmrraL Sir Joun 
Duckwortu.] Colonel Wood observed, 
that in consequence of something that 
had happened since he had fixed his notice 
of a motion relative to the proceedings of 

- the court martial on this officer for this day, 
he was induced to postpone his motion to 
this day se’nnight. 

Mr. Baker was of opinion that the hon. 

gent. would not only be disposed to defer 
the motion to which he had adverted, but 
upon consideration would be induced not 
to bring forward a motion of so extra- 
ordinary a nature at all. He was sure 
that no such motion ought to be made but 
upon the strongest grounds. 
. Colonel Wood had considered the mat- 
ter with the most serious attention, and 
was convinced that he had the strongest 
grounds for his motion, both with respect 
to the proceedings of the court martial and 
‘the conduct of the hon, admiral alluded 
to. It was to accommodate the minister 
of the country, who wished to have time 
to consider the propriety of the motion, 
that he had proposed to defer it. 

{Conpucr or THE CHANCELLOR OF 
THE Excnequer.] Mr. Heary Lascelles 
said, he felt sorry at not seeing the hon. 
gent. (Mr. Whitbread) who had given 
notice of a motion for ‘Tuesday se’nnight, 
in his place. He had himself yesterday, 
ou asupposition that the part of the report 
of the committee on the tenth report, 
which related to the conduct of the chan- 
cellor of the exchequ.r, would not require 
much time for consi-cration, stated his in- 
tention to bring the question forward at 
an earlier day than that proposed by the 
hon. gent, he when he had stated this 
intention, he was not aware of the inter- 
ference of the holidays, and that many 
gentlemen might not have the report in 
their hands till Wednesday. One day’s 
consideration of the report could not be 
sufficient, and he therefore had risen to 
state, that it was not his intention to bring 
the subject forward as he had proposed. 
His own mind, however, was fully made 
up on the subject; and he had reason to 
believe, that many members of the com- 
mittee thought with him. If therefore, 
the resolutions which the hon, gent, meant 
to propose to the house should be of a 
criminating nature, he was determined, if 
not anticipated by some member of the 

Vou. Y. 
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committee, better qualified by talents and 
abilities for the occasion, to move resolu« 
tions of a nature directly the reverse of 
those of the hon. gentleman. ; 

[Growta or Trser.] Sir William 
Dolben regretted that there should be 
found such a lamentable deficiency of tim- 
ber, the growth of Britain, not merely for 
domestic purposes, but even for the supply 
of our navy. He thought that no enclo- 
sure should be allowed without making it 
compulsory on those who were to be benes 
fited by it, to plant a certain quantity of 
timber. He should, therefore, move for 
a committee to take into consideration the 
state of growing timber in this country, 
and he expected the assistance of every 
country and county member on this point. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, while 
he admitted the importance of the subject, 
was compelled to observe, that the ‘only 
mode of increasing timber, recommended 
in the observations of the hon. baronet, 
was one which was compulsory, but which 
was not reconcileable to sound policy and 
expediency. 

Sir W. Dolben considered all enclosures 
as equally compulsory in principle. They 
were never agreed to without dissentients, 
who could not have their land as they 
pleased, but were obliged to submit. He 
saw no hardship, in the same rule, in 
making men who were engaged in enclo- 
sures for their private benefit, do some- 


thing for the public advantage also. An - 


acre in fifty was not too much to require 
in such a case. 

Sir W. Elford objected to the principle 
laid down by the hon. baronet. 


Admiral Markham thought that the sub- 


ject was a very important one. If this 
were not a proper time to discuss it, such 
a time must soon arrive.. He spoke as an 
eye-witness. He had seen the lamentable 
situation in which we were sometimes 
placed, from the want of sufficient British 
timber. There wasa great deal to enquire 
into. Perhaps the matter ought to be 
taken up in a more enlarged sense than 
was now proposed, Beside the conside- 
ration of the royal docks, there was not as 
yet an absolute dearth, but there soon 
would be one.. Something might possibly 


be done to prevent the unnecessary con-— 


sumption of timber, especially oak timber, 
and more regulations passed concerning 
export and duty, as the whole of the sub- 
ject required full consideration. —The mo- 
tion was negatived, 
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_ [Connuct or Sirk Home Pornam.] 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, alter a 
few observations, took notice of the report 
from the committee, stating the answer of 
the house of lords to the application for 
_ leave to examine lord St. Vincent before 
the committee ; that committee had wish- 
_ €d to examine his lordship on sundry 

points respecting Mr. D. E. Bartholomew 
and other matters, to ascertain how far his 
lordship had concurred in those proceed- 

-Ings. He believed it would not be denied, 

that it was unusual for their lordships to 
allow any noble lord to be examined by 
that house, on any point which might have 
a tendency to criminate himself. He con- 
ceived that the most regular mode, in 
every view of the business, would be, to 
move that this report be re-committed to 
the same committee. 
’ Mr. Kinnaird said, that 1 was resolved, 
by a large majority in the committee, to 
; sh this report as it now stood, to the 
ouse. The committee did not think it 
right to call on his lordship as a party, 
though possibly the lords might think 
Some part of the evidence had a tendency 
to criminate his lordship: they did not 
think it fit to call upon his lordship as 
judges. He would rather send back the 
report to the committee, with instructions 
as to the sort of answer to be given to 
their lordships, whether specific or other- 
wise. He should rather, under these cir- 
cumstances, request the attendance of 
Lord St. Vincent as a witness, that, being 
subject to their lordships’ limitations, as 
in the case of lord Melville, in whose case 
their lordships put that wide interpretation 
upon the request, that it might tend to 
matters to criminate the noble lord. 

Sir John Stewart said, it was at first in- 
tended to examine Lord St. Vincent mere- 
ly as a witness, but matters afterwards 
came before the committee, that rendered 
the attendance of his lordship in that view 
only, impracticable. 

Sir W. Burroughs said, he coincided 
with what had fallen from the hon. baronet. 


He thought many parts of the evidence} 


such as’ the noble earl would not wish to 
go to the public as they stood, and he 
wished to give his lordship an opportunity 
of correcting them, If the house thought 
they ought not to persist in the exami- 
nation, it was better now to let it rest. 
The Speaker said, the custom of the 
house was, not to instruct the committee 
as to their report; but the committee 
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were to gather from the sense of the house; 
in its proceedings, what method they ought. 
to pursue.—The report was re-committed 
to the same committee.—Adjourned to 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Weilnesday, June 5. 
[Mrxvures.] Lord Barham (late sit 
C. Middleton) was introduced with the 
accustomed formalities, sworn aud took 
his seat. His lordship’s supporters were, 
lords Boston and Woodhouse.—The royal 
assent was given by commission to the 
Land Tax Commissioners’ Name bill, the 
Property Tax Amendment, the Naval 
Enquiry Renewal, the Military Commis: 
sioners, the Irish Spirit Licence bill, the 
Wine Duties bill, and the Slate Exemption 
Duty bill, and to thirty-two acts. of a pri- 
vate or local description. The lords com- 
missioners were, the lord chancellor, lord 
Walsingham, and lord Auckland.—The 
earl of Suffolk said, that with respect to 
the motion, of which he had given notice, 
he believed for that day, relative to the 
state of Ireland, he should defer it for the 
present. He did not, however, relin- 
quish bis intention, but meant to bring it 
forward, probably in the course of next 
week, but of the particular day he should 
take care to give due notice. On the mo- 
tion of the bishop of London, and relative 
to which proceeding a few words were said 
in a very low tone of voice by the earl of 
Bridgewater ; their lordships were ordered 


‘to be summoned for Monday next.—The 


earl of Suffolk, seeing a noble secretary ot 
state in his place, expressed his wish to 


learn in what state of forwardness the ac-° 


counts. were respecting the drawing of bills 
from the West India Islands upon his ma. 
jesty’s treasury, which had been ordered 


to be produced upon his motion on a- 


former day; or, when it was probable 
they would be laid before the house ? Lord 


| Hawkesbury observed, he believed the 


papers were in that state of preparation, 
that they would be ready in the course of 
a few days. He had, however, to repeat 
his wish, that the noble earl would parti- 
cularize some fact or circumstance which, 
it was his wish, as the object of his motion, 
to collect from the accounts in question. 
With respect to the case of a particular 
bill, to which the noble earl referred on a 
former evening, he had reason to think the 
facts were misrepresented to him; such 
proceedings never obtained without the 


; 
no 
the 
He 
the 
{ an 
| W 
es 
| fre 
| Is 
| | at 
& 
ea 
th 
he 
| th 
| fe 
re 
} be 
o! 
W 
hi 
| wi 
| al 
i sl 
| al 
tl 
lc 
| | 
b 
| le 
| 
t 
i 
| 
| 


165] 


permission of the holder, There was: an 
allowance of five per cent. but from this 
no person could derive any profit, because 
the bills were only paid at the bank. 
However, to bring the subject fully to 
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|. the view of the house, he would move “ for 


an account of all bills’: drawn from the 
West India settlements upon his ma- 
jesty’s treasury, beyond a certain amount, 
from the Ist of December, 1798, to the 
Ist of December, 1802, with the dates, 
amount of interest paid to the holder, 
&c. should be laid before the house.” ‘The 
earl of Sufiolk, in explanation, contended, 
that he had been well informed as to what 
he stated on a former evening, In one of 
the cases, the party agreed to the prof- 
fered accommodation ; in the other it was 
refused ; he had his information from the 
best authority: he had also information 
on the subject from some of the principal 
West India houses, Lord Hawkesbury 
having moved to the foregoing effect, it 
was ordered accordingly. 

[Connucr or JupGe Fox.] On the 
motion of lord Auckland, the order was 
enforced for the exclusion of strangers ; 
and, in consequence, the doors were kept. 
shut for about half an hour. Immediately 
after our re-adinission into the house, 
their lordships resolved into a committee, 
lord Walsingham in the Chair, on the case 
of judge Fox. 

The Lord Chancellor stated, that from the 
best attention he could give to the subject 
of discussion in the committee, the last 
evening of their lordships’ meeting, he was 
led to conclude, that it was impossible, 
consistently with the forms of the house, 
to give effect to the motion then made. 
This opinion of the noble and learned 
lord gave rise to a short debate, or rather 
conversation, in which earls Spencer and. 
Carlisle, Jords Auckland, Mulgrave, and: 
Harrowby, and the marquises of Bucking- 
ham and Abercorn, took a part. ‘The noble 
earls above mentioned expressed their re- 
gret, that it should be deemed preferable 
to adhere to form, in a case where the most 
important interests of . justice were at: 
stake, 

The Earl of Carlisle, in particular, ad- 
verted to the advantage which he con- 
ceived the accusing parties’ must derive 
from the proceeding which took place in 
the former committee, and observed, that 
if these were not to be communicated to 
the accused, their lordships would be me- 
tamorphosed from their former capacity of 
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grand jury finding a bill, to a petit jury, 
whose runctidn it was to try the cause. 

Lord Auckland called to the recollection 
of the committee his doubts on a former 
evening, that the motion could not con- 
sistently be acted upon. He’ regretted 
part of the proceedings which had taken 
place, as contrary to his sense of propriety, 
but had to express his hope, that no copy _ 
of proceedings had been communicated. ~ 

Lord Mulgrave contended, that full and 
substantial justice might be done to the 
parties, notwithstanding the proceedings 
that had hitherto taken place; these made 
uo difference, and could not affect the pro- 
ceedings now in train, in which the case 
would be openly and regularly canvassed 
at the bar of the house, and evidence heard 
on both sides. ‘The noble secretary of 
state observed, that if the officers of the 
house had done their duty, no communi- 
cation of the proceedings in question could 
be made. 

The Marquis of Buckingham made a few 
observations in support of what fell from 
noble lords on his side of the house. He 
considered, upon the whole, the learned 
judge, as being placed in a worse situation, 
in consequence of the proceedings hitherto 
adopted. He then adverted to the effect 
of certuin proceedings which had taken 
place.—After the lord chancellor had 
shortly explained, it was ordered, that 
counsel @nd evidence should be called in. 
Accordingly Mr. Romilly, for the peti- 
tioners, in support of the accusation, and 
Messrs, Adam ‘and Nolan in behalf of 
Mr. justice Fox, appeared at the bar. 
The learned judge himself took his seat 
below the centre of the bar. Mr. Romilly 
immediately entered upon the facts of the 
case. He stated he was counsel for Mr. 
Jobn Fawcett, and ten other persons, who 
presented one of the petitions, complain- 
ing of certain parts of the conduct of Mr. 
justice Fox in his judicial capacity, while 
on the north-western circuit, in the sum- 
mer of the year 1803, in Ireland. The 
first witness brought forward was Mr. 
John Fawcett above mentioned. He was 
very shortly examined ; when Mr. Johnson, 
clerk of the crown for the county of Fer- 
managh, &c. was brought. forward: this 
gentleman was examined in brief by Mr. 
Romilly, and afterwards at greater length 
cross-examined by Mr. Adam, on the part 
of Mr. justice Fox. He was shortly ex- 
amined by Mr. Romilly, and was asked 
several questions on the part of their lord- 
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ships. Mr. William Armstrong, another of 
the petitioners, was the third witness called. 

The Duke of Clarence objected to the 
examination of this witness, as he was one 
of the petitioners, and it was a rale of the 
house that no petitioner should be ex- 
amined as a witness in his own cause. 

Lord Ellenborough considered this rule 
as applying only to the civil causes which 
eaine before their Jordships. In the courts 
below, the evidence of a prosecutor was 
always admissible ; and, from analogy, he 
was of opinion that the present petitioners 
might be examined at the bar.—The house 
appeared to be of this opinion; and the 
counsel, who had withdrawn, were again 
called in, After they were called in, 
however, the point was argued at great 
Jength by Mr. Adam and Mr. Nolan on 
the one Side, and Mr. Romilly on the 


_ other... Their lordships then finally decid- 


ed that the petitioners should be examined. 
The witness was again called in; but the 
farther proceedings were adjourned until 
to-morrow. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, June 5. 

[Mrnutes,] Mr. Quarme, deputy usher 
of the black rod, appeared at the bar, and 
summoned the house to attend the house 
of Jords, to hear the roygl assent given by 
commission to certain bills. The speaker, 
on his return, informed the housg, that he 
had ‘been in the house of lords, and heard 
the royal assent given by commission to 
‘the Perpetual Wine Duty bill; the Slate 
Duty bill; the Army Commissioners’ bill; 
the Hull Dock bill; and several ‘private 
pills.—Lord Douglas moved for a new writ 
for the county of Forsar, in Scotland, in 
the room of sir D. Carnegie, bart, deceas- 
ed. Ordered,—Sir W. Lemon, brought 
up a petition from the nobility, gentry, 
clergy, and freeholders of the copnty of 
Cornwall, on the subject of the tenth re- 
port. Ordered to lie on the table. (See 
vol. iv. p. 847.)—The London Port bill 
was committed, and the report ordered to 


_ be received to-morrow.—Mr. Whitbread 


moved for an account of the balances in 
the hands of the receiver-general of the 


_ customs, on the 5th of January, 5th of 


‘April, 5th of July, and 5th of October, in 
each year, from 1793, to the 5th of April 
Jast, with the names of the persons in 
whose hands the said balances respectively 
were. Ordeted,—Sir John Stewart brought 
up the first report of the select committee, 
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appointed to investigate the papers relative 
to the repairs of the Romney and La Sen. 
sible, whilst under the command of sir II, 
Popham. Ordered to be printed.—Mr, 
Johnson, from the office of the chief secre, 
tary for Ireland, presented at the bar an 


_Jaccount ef the money expended in cri- 


minal prosecutions in Ireland. Ordered 
to lie on the table.—Lord W. Russell 
brought up the minutes of the evidence 
taken before the committee on the South 
Lambeth Water-works bill, which was or- 
dered to be printed ; and the further con- 
sideration of tlie report, was, on the motion 
of Mr. Tierney, postponed till Friday— 
Colonel Stanley rose to postpone the mo- 
tion of which he had given notice for this 
day, to refer the report of the committee 
on the duke of Atholl’s petition, &c. re- 
specting the Isle of Man, to the considery 
ation of a committee of the whole house, 
He understood that many gentlemen who 
did not suppose it was fixed for this day, 
were disposed to deliver their sentiments 
upon it; in order that those gentlemen 
should attend, as he was desirous to have 
the business fully discussed, he was in- 
‘duced to postpone it till to-morrow. Mr, 
Creevey observed, that as the object of his 
proceeding on the part of the petitioner 
was to invalidate an act of parliament, he 
wished the evidence taken before the com- 
inittee to be presented, befare the house 
should go into the consideration of the 
subject. In order to afford time for this, 
he thought it desirable that the hon. gent.’s 
motion should be postponed till Friday. 
Mr. Curwen had no doubt it would be 
found that many facts alledged in the re- 
port were in direct contradiction to the 


the West India Free Port bill, the Au- 
ditors’ bill, ang the Post Horse Duty bill, 
were severally yead a third time, and 


supplying certain towns ip Ireland with 
water, be read a third.time, Mr. Foster 
opposed it, on the ground that it gave too 
great a power to the grand juries. He 
therefore mgyed, that it be read a third 
time this day three months. Colonel Bag, 
well differed from his right hon. friend who 
spoke last, and thought the bill gave no 
novel of extraordipary power to -graid 
juries, and hoped therelore the house 
would agree to the third reading, Sir J. 
Stewart said a few words in favour of the 
amendment, which was carried without 3 


division, and the pill, gf course, 


evidence.—-The Irish Distillery bill, and 


passed.=—-Qn the question that the bill for . 
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Mr. Alexander brought up the report of 
the committee of ways and means; the 
resolutions were agreed to, and bills order- 
ed thereon. He then’ brought up the Tax 
Collectors’ Amendment bill, which was 
read a first time, and ordered to be read:a 
second time to-morrow, 
{Mrppresex Evecrion.}: Mr. Creevey | w 
presented a petition from certain frechold- 
ers of the county of Middlesex in the in- 
-terest of sir Francis Burdett, praying that 
they may be allowed to defend the seat of 
the hon. baronet, &c. The petition was 
then read, setting forth, * that the petiti- 
oners are freeholders of ‘the county of Mid- 
dlesex, and claim to have had a right to 
vote at the last election of a knight af the 
shire for the said county ; and they are in- 
formed, that a petition, signed by G. Bb. 
Mainwaring, esq. therein describing :him- 
self a candidate at the said election, and 
others, has been presented to the house, 
complaining, among other things, of the 
election and return of sir Francis Burdett, 
baronet, to serve in parliament for the said 
county; and that the petitioners have ob- 
served, by a notice, inserted in the London 
Gazette on the 7th day of May last, by 
order of the speaker of the house, that 
after the presenting of the said petition, the 
said sir Francis Burdett, then being the 
sitting member for the. said county, did, 
on the 6th day of May last, under and by 
virtue of the provisions and enactments 
contained in the second section of an act 
of parliament, passed in the 28th year of 
his present majesty, | intituled, “an act for 
the further regulation of the ‘trials of con- 
troverted elections or returns of members 
to serve in parliament,” inform the house, 
by a declaration in writing, subscribed by 
hin, and delivered in at the table of the 
house, that it was not his intention to de- 
fend his said election or return; and there- 
fore praying, that under and by virtue of 
the provisions and enactments contained 
in the said hereinbefore in part recited act, 
they’ may be admitted as parties in the 
room of the said sir Francis Burdett, and 
be considered as such to all intents and 
purposes whatever.” 
“Mr. Creevey gave notice that it was his 
intention to move to-morrow, that the or- 
der which stands for Friday, for the ap- 
pointment of a ballot to try the merits of 
the Middlesex election, shall be discharged. 
The hon. member added, that he should 
move that order to be postponed to a fu- 
ture day, with @ view to afford’ a fair time 


to the: parties to prepere and exchange 
lists. 

The Speaker stated, in answer to.a ques~ 
tion which had been put to him, that, con- 
formably to the terms of the act, the peti- 
tioners in this case were entitled to all the 
rights that belonged to the candidate on 

whose side they came forward. 

Mr. H. Thornton wished the hon. mem- 
ber, who had given notice of the motion 
upon this subject would state the time to 


which he proposed to postpone the order 


that stood for Friday, as he apprehended 
it would be found to be the opinion of the . 
house that the petitioners were not entitled 
to the exchange of lists. —Ordered, that the 
said petitioners, be admitted parties in the. 
room of the said.sir Francis Burdett, bart, 
according to the prayer of the said petition. — 
{[Peririon FROM THE British Mvu- 
SEUM, RESPECTING Mr. TownLey’s CoL- 
LECTION.] The Master of the Rolls pre- 
sented a petition from the trustees of the 
British Museum, praying the aid of par-— 
liament to enable them to purchase the 
collection of antient sculpture left by the 
late Mr. Charles Townley, of Park-street, 
Westminster, This collection was not to 
be rivalled in this country. It was one 
which vied with, perhaps, any private col- 
lection of similar works to be met with in 
any part of Europe. Such an acquisition 
to our national museum was much wanted. 
Foreigners had long since remarked, that 
our country was the only great state of 
Europe where a public ¢ollection of the 
famous productions of the antients, in the 
art of sculpture, is not to be found, In 
the preseut situation of Europe, and of 
this country, it was greatly to be wished that 
we might have within ourselves subjects in 
that branch of the arts for the study of our 
artists; and under these circumstances the ~ 
British Museum has solicited the atd of 
parliament. On the other band, the persons 
who have the direction of the affairs of the 
late Mr. Townley, have signified their rea- 
diness to dispose of so much of the collec- 
tion as the trustees of the Museum wish, on 
terms deemed very reasonable. Having 
said this, there remained for him just to 
observe, that all he meant at present was 
to move, “ that the petition be referred to 
a committee, and that they do consider the 
matter thereof, and report the same, as it 
shal] appear to them, to the house,”— 
Then the said petition was brought up, and 
read ; setting forth, “ that, by the muni- 
ficence of parliament, the Sloanian and 
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Harleian collections.of books, manuscripts, 


tare and valuable articles of science and 
Hterature, have been heretofore purchased 
at the. public. expence, and placed: as an 


‘ addition to the Cottonian library, under 
the care and management of the trustees. 


of the British Museum; and that the col- 
Yection of Etruscan, Grecian, Roman 
antiquities, belonging to the late sir William 


Hamilton, was afterwards purchased. by 


parliament in like manner, and vested in 
the same trustees, to be placed in the same 
general. repository; and that many: large 
valuable benefactions of books, coins, 
medals, and specimens of natural history, 
have since been received, from time: to 
time; so as nearly to océupy the whole of 
the building assigned for those purposes ; 


_ that when his majesty was graciously pleas- 


ed to:direct that the Egyptian antiquities, 
obtained ing the last war by the valour of 


his majesty’s arms, should be-placed in the 


British Museum, a liberal aid was granted 
by )parliament towards the erection of a 
suitable addition to. the present building, 
as well for the purpose of preserving these 
securely and conveniently, as.also for the 
reception of other important specimens of 
the fine arts, already jn. the possession of 
the trustees; and to which it was hoped 
that material additions might be made from 
time to time, which building has been un- 
dertaken accordingly, and will be nearly 
completed in the course of the present 
year; and that the late Charles Townley, 
esq. whg was a trustee of the British mu- 
seum, did, in his lifetime, by successful 
exertions, and at a large expence, during 
a long course of years, form a most valuar 
ble collection of ancient sculptured mar- 
bles, which, for their perfect condition, 
and exquisite taste, far exceed any private 
collection in this country, and are not sur- 
passed (as it is. believed) by any other of 
equal.extent in Europe; and that the fa- 
mily of the late Charles Townley, esq. to 
whom this collection was. bequeathed, in 
consequence of a representation to them, 
that the preserving and exhibiting it to the 
public view in the metropolis would be 
highly advantageous to the cultivation of 
the fine arts, and at the same time honour 
able to the memory of their deceased rela- 
tion, have expressed their consent to sur- 
render this coliection to the public, if par- 
liament should be.disposed to purchase the 
same at the sum of 20,0001. being (as they 
state) far less than its value, and if the like 


‘records, coins, medals, gems, and other! 
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privilege were conferred- upon their family, 
as.was granted, in. the like.cases, to the 
families.of sit-Hans Sloane and the earl of 
Oxford, by. vesting.in the heirs of the late 
Charles Townley, esq. the power of no- 
minating ,two- trustees of the British Mu- 
seum in perpetual .succession; and that 


the-petitioners conceive it to be an. object. 


of great national importance for the im- 
provement of the fine arts, that a collec. 
tion of antique:sculpture, of such acknow- 
ledged and unrivalled: excellence, should. 
be acquired and: preserved for public in- 
spection and use; and they have felt it the 
more incumbent upon them to submit 
these circumstances to the consideration of 
parliament, as they believe it to be univer- 
sally allowed, that a collection in this 
branch of the fine arts, to which artists can 
have free access, is much wanted in this 
country, and as the additional buildings, 
already provided for by the liberality of 
parliament, have been planned in a manner 
the best adapted for receiving such a col. 
lection, and exhibiting it to the greatest ad- 
vantage.” 

Sir William Young bore distinguished 
testimony to the excellence of the collec. 
tion, and the great merits of Mr. ‘Townley, 


not as a collector only, in which respect 


his. merits were undoubted, but likewise as 
a judge of the arts, and of the greatest cor- 
rectness of taste. The collection was worth 
four times 20,600]. He wished it to be 
recommended to the committee, to grant 
suflicient to purchase the whole collection, 
of which the articles of sculpture, though 
so eminent, formed bit a part. The col- 
lection was superior to any private collec- 
tion in this country, and even superior to 
any private one, excepting four or five in 
Rome itself; the capital of the liberal arts, 
If, therefore, the representatives of Mr. 
Townley would be willing. to part with it, 
he wished the committee to extend the 
purchase to the whole collection. 

The Master of the Rolls observed, that 
such a purchase was no doubt desirable, 
but the-trustees of the. British Museum did 
not wish to overstrain the liberality of 
parliament. A committee of the house 
was now appointed to. consider of the peti- 
tion, and report to the house. 

_[Now-Restpence or Irisn CiErcy.]} 
Sir J. Newport rose in pursuance of the 
notice he had given relative to the resi- 
dence of the clergy in Ireland, and stated, 
that it was desirable a bill similar to that 
passed for the same purpose in this coun- 
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should be for that. ‘The honour- 
able baronet stated the object of these mo- 
tions to be, that the house should be put 
in full information previous to the discus. 
sion of the measure for enforcing the resi- 
dence of the frish clergy, which a learned 
gentleman (Dr. Duigenan) had given notice’ 
of his intention to bring forward next 
session, but the adoption of which he had 
expected this session, If the learned gen- 
tleman should not bring forward this mea- 
sure early in the next session, he felt it so 
material to the interest of the protestant 
establishment, that he should himself con- 
ceive it his duty to bring it before. the 
house. ‘The non-residence of the Irish 
clergy was a great grievance, but the union, 
of the parishes was still as mischievous, 
This practice of uniting parishes, merely in 
order to increase the revenues of individual, 
clergymen, was such, that in some cases; 
there were fourteen parishes under one 
pastor; of course there was but one pro- 
testant church in that district, in which) 
there were 14 catholic chapels. He sub.) 
mitted to the house whether such a state, 
of things was calculated to forward the in-. 
terest and doctrine of the church establish-; 
ment. “The hon. bart. concluded with: 
moving, * that there be prepared, a return 
of the names of every dignity, prebend,’ 
benefice, donative, and parochial chapelry,, 
within the several dioceses of Ireland, and. 
of all the persons possessing the same who 
shall not have resided on such dignity,’ 
prebend, benefice, donative, or parochial 
chapelry, during one year last past, so far 
as the several archbishops or bishops may 
be informed thereof, in order to the same 
being laid before the house early the next. 
session of parliament, by the registers of 
the several dioceses; distinguishing such 
‘persons as have received licence -or per-| 
mission from their diocesatis for their non- 
residence.” Also, ‘‘ that there be pre-' 
pared, by the registers of the several dio- 
ceses of Ireland, returns of the names and 
number of parishes comprized in each 
union of parishes within their respeetive 
dioceses, the period of time when such 
respective parishes were united, and the 
authority under which such union was ef- 
fected, the number of acres of glebe which 
appertain to each parish, and whether any 
glebe house is erected thereon, and the 
distance at which such respective parishes 
80 united lie from each other, when such 
parishes are not contiguous; and whether 
any, and what number of churches in which 
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‘divine service is performed, are now se- 
veraily thereon, or were atithe time when 
such parishes were united, so far as the 


same can be made out, in orderito the 


same being laid before the house early in 


.the next session of parliament.” 


Mr. James Fitzgerald warmly supportell 
the: motion. He “thought it evident that 
the protestant religion must decline ina 
country where there were catholic chapels 


‘for every parish, and where many parishes 


were without protestant places of worship. 

Mr. Vansittart did not purpose to op- - 
pose the motion. Tle could not, however, 
but remark, that the returns to the order _ 


would of necessity be very imperfect, as it 


was not long since the practice of making 
diocesan returns was established in Ireland. 
He was decidedly against any innovation, 
by which the constitution of the church of 
Ireland might be altered. As to the other 
topic mentioned by the hon. baronet, name- 
ly, that of the consolidation of livings in 
Ireland, he believed it would be found, on 
enquiry, that the method was extremely 
salutary, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer stated, it 
was the full intention of an hon. and learn- 


ed gent. (Dr. Duigenan) to propose the 


manner alluded to by the hon. mover for 


enforcing the residence of the Irish clergy.’ 


Mr. Alexander said, that bishops in Tre- 
land often divided parishes that were toe 
extensive for the attendance of one rec- 


‘tor 

Si George Hill bore testimony to the 
regular residence and laudable demeanour 
of the clergy in three dioceses of the north 
of Ireland, with which he was well ac- 
quainted.—Both the motions were agreed 
to, 

{Prize Acency The report of 
the prize agency bill was brought up, and 
several amendments, introduced by sir W. 
Scott, were agreed to. 

Mr. Johustone adverted to the charge 
brought before the house on a former oc- 
casion by admiral Cochrane against the 
king’s proctor, alledging that he permitted 
his partner, in many cases, to act for the 
adverse party ; and animadverted in strong 
terms upon such a practice, particularly in 
an officer who, according to the statement 
of the hon. mover of this bill, received not 
less than 13,000]. a year net profit from 
his business. The hon. gent. remarked 
that when the charge of gross malversation © 
which he alluded to was made, the learned . 
gent. (sir Wim. Scott), did not contradict it. 
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‘He concluded with moving a clause, that 
any proctor who shall allow his partner to 
take the adverse side, or who shall directly 
or indirectly receive any part of the profits 
from the proctor on the other side, or any 
other person, shall, upon conviction thereof, 
be utterly excluded from the profession, 
and any place whatever he may hold in the 
admiralty or vice-admiralty courts. And 
also that for every offence the offender shall 
forfeit 5001. to be recovered on informa- 
tion, &c. 

Sir W. Scott did not see the necessity 


_ for this clause, as the practice it referred 


to was already pronounced illegal and was 
punishable on detection. _ He had no ob- 
jection, however, to its import, and there- 
fore should not oppose it. -—The clause was 
adopted, the bill was gone through, and 
ordered to be read a third time to-mor- 
row.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, June 6. 


{Convvuct or Jupce Fox.] Upon the 
order of the day being moved for their 
lordships to resume the examination of 
witnesses relative to the charge preferred 
against the honourable Mr. justice Fox, 
counsel and strangers were ordered to 
withdraw. Their lordships remained de- 
liberating near an hour; the learned and 
venerable judge was then called in, and 
Mr. Romilly ree-commenced the examina- 
tion of Mr. Armstrong, the foreman of the 
jury, upon whose petition and complaint 
the present enquiry was instituted. The 
witness was first asked, whether, after he 
bad heard the evidence upon the indict- 
ment which had given rise to the conduct 
of the learned judge, he could conscienti- 
ously have found any of the prisoners guilty? 
Mr. Adam objected to this question as too 
general, and it was waved. The witness, 
on being cross-examined by Mr, Adam, 
stated, that the trial in question took place 
on the 19th of August, 1803; that addi- 
tional evidence was gone into after the 
jury had retired; that the witness, as the 
foreman, delivered the verdict of acquittal, 
having been out about half an hour. On 
the 20th of August, the day after the trial, 
Mr. justice Fox desired the clerk of the 
crown to deliver to him a list of the petit 
jurors.” When he had received the list he 
desired the grand jury to be called, and he 
stigmatised the petit jury as unworthy of 
being believed on oath, and unfit to act in 
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the capacity of jurors. He also. ordered 
the clerk of the crown to deliver the list to 
every succeeding judge, as consisting of 
men unfit to act as jurors; also that the 
high and under sheriff should have lists 
delivered to them, in order that it might 
be known the jurors were branded with ine 
famy by the verdict they had given, and 
further, that their names should be posted 
up in the grand jury room. The witness 
stated, that he had been examined on this 
subject before a committee of the house of 
lords. He added, that shortly after the 
circumstance to which he was deposing, he 
and his brother jurymen applied to counsel 
for advice. Upon being asked when he 
first saw the present petition, he said it” 
was as long after the trial as the summer 
of 1804; one of the jury brought it to him 
for his signature. He believed the name 
of this juror was Fawcett. He admitted 
that in the part of Ireland in which he and - 
the rest of the jury resided, though they 
did not receive the newspapers, they had 
means of knowing what passed in parlia- 
ment. He knew,-before he signed the 
petition, that a complaint had been made 
in the house against Mr. justice Fox. He 
said, Fawcett and Weir brought the petition 
to him; more of the jury were present at 
the time. It was at the house of Mr. Reid, 
an innkeeper; they met in a parlour of the 
inn. He did not know who drew up the 
petition. Mr. Romilly submitted that the 
counsel for the learned judge had no right 
to press this course of enquiry, Mr. Adam 
contended, that as the jury, by preferring 
a joint complaint against the learned judge, 
were united as plaintiffs in the same cause, 
whatever any of them had done or said, 
was capable of being proved, and was 
equally applicable to all. 

Lord Ellenborough said, there could be 
no question with regard to the competency 
of the evidence. In all prosecutions care 
ried on in criminal courts, it was the ordi- 
pary and constant course to examine into 
the motives by which the prosecutors were 
actuated. If it appeared that they held’ 
private assemblies, and consulted secretly 
together, it was a most pregnant and im- 
portant fact in the consideration of the 
charge: it indicated the motives the pro- 
secutors had in view; it shewed that the 
prosecution, instead of being founded in a 
sense of private injury and a regard to 
public justice, proceeded from malice, ill 
will, or some other impure motive. Not 
only the’ assembly or meeting of the prose- 
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cutors was an act material to be proved, 
but the declarations of any of them ac- 
companying such act were important. The 
objection to the evidence, therefore, would 
not bear an argument. ‘The witness pro- 
ceeded to state, that he did not know who 
drew up the petition, or who gave instruc- 
tions for it. They employed an attorney, 
who sometimes lived in Dublin, and some- 
times in Fermanagh. ‘This attorney was 
the father of one of the jurors, ‘The wit- 
ness was asked, whether he had given the 
same kind of evidence before the commit- 
tee of the house of lords? 

Lord Hawkesbury thought it irregular to 
refer to the evidence given before the com- 
mittee. 

The Duke of Clarence intimated, that, as 
the question had been objected to by a 
noble lord, it would be proper for the 
learned counsel to withdraw it. 

Mr. Adam contended, that he had a 
right to ask the question, in order to com- 
pare the evidence given by the witness 
now, with that which had been given be- 
fore. It was acousse of examination which 
went to the credit of the witness’s testi- 
mony. He therefore thought, with sub- 
mission, that their lordships would allow 
him to proceed, Mr. Nolan supported 
his arguments. Mr. Romilly was heard 
on the other side. 

The Lord Chancellor said, their lordships 
were called upon by the counsel for the 
Jearned judge to direct that to be done, 
which they had said should not be done. 
Their lordships had refused to communi- 
cate the’ evidence taken before the com- 
mittee, and yet they were desired to suffer 
the counsel to ask questions which would 
oblige the witness to repeat his evidence 
over again. 

Lord Minto observed, that he was not 
aware their lordships had ever come to any 
such decision. He did not know they 
had ever passed any vote upon the subject. 
He certainly recollected a noble lord’s 
moving a question of the kind, but their 
lordships adjourned without agreeing to 


it. It was brought on again, but no reso- 


lution was adopted. He was of opinion 
that it was a question which required fur- 
ther deliberation; it was important to 
substantial justice that it should be recon- 
sidered ; not to do so would, he conceived, 
be a sacrifice of justice to forms. The 
only ground of argument stated for refus- 
ing to publish the evidence before the com- 
mittee was, that it was a secret committee. 
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Why was it called’a secret comm'ttee? 
Sure he was, it did not*bear-that character ; 
nor was there, in its proceedings, any vir- 
cumstance from which it could, with pro- 
priety, have been so denominated. It was 
so far secret, that out of regard to the 
learned judge, it was deemed proper not 
to publish the evidence before their lord- 
ships had determined upon the enquiry at 
their bar; but the motive jor secrecy ceas- 
ed, the moment their lordships were of 
opinion there ought to be a public investie 
gation. -As it was a proceeding connected 
with the administration of public justice, 
the character of publicity naturally attach- 
ed to it. He hoped therefore that house 
would deliberate on the propriety of pub< 
lishing the proceedings of the committee. 
It was obvious that if it was not published, 
the learned judge would have to defend 
himself at a very great disadvantage; 
while, on the other hand, every advantage 
would be afforded to the petitioners: while 
the evidence was kept secret, it was diffi- 
cult even to know who the petitioners 
were, or whether it was the cause of the 
petitioners themselves, or of other parties. 
He alluded particularly to a noble marquis 
who was an accuser upon this occasion. 
Their lordships could not but be sensible 
that the accusers and ‘the accused did not 
stand on equal grounds, because the for-— 
mer were acquainted with the whole of the 
evidence given before the committee, while 
the latter was entirely ignorant of- ite 
Their lordships too were placed in an em- » 
barrassing and delicate situation, from 
which nothing but the publication of the 
evidence could relieve them; they had the 
evidence, but it should be recollected that 
it was given ex parte; it was the evidence 
of the accusers, who consequently had | 
never. been cross-examined. ‘Their lerd- 
ships came to the investigation with that 
impression which three weeks evidence, 
not cross-examined, was calculated to pro- 
duce. ‘Fhe objection in this case was not 
of the same force as in ordinary cases, for 
though the evidence given before a grand 
jury was ex parte, they did not communi- 
cate it to the petit jury who tried: their 
lordsnips, as grand jury, first heard the 
ex parte evidence, and then, with that pre- 
vious impression, proceeded to try the ac» 
cused. This he conceived wrong, and 
therefore he hoped their lordships would 
take the subject into their serious consi 
deration. 


Lord Sidmouth said, the house was at 
.N 
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_ the way. He was however of opinion, 


' ... The Lord Chancellor stated, that it was 


justice. 
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liberty to deliberate again on the subject 
of the noble lord’s*speech, as no formal 
decision had taken place. He bad under- 
stood that a general admission had been 
made, as to the difficulty of publishing the 
evidence, not arising merely on the point 
of form, but other obstacles which stood in’ 


that an adherence to forms would ulti- 
mately be attended with most substantial 
The evidence before the com- 
mittee had been taken, in order to enable 
their lordships to judge of the propriety of 
pursuing the enquiry. It was now pro- 
posed to use that evidence for a different 
on. As to the circumstance of the 
arned judge being ignorant of facts known 
to the petitioners, it was an inconvenience 
to which every person accused was subject. 
He was of- opinion that there was not suf- 
ficient ground to induce their Jordships.to 
publish the evidence. 
' The Earl of Carlisle observed, that the 
evidence on the enquiry before the com- 
mittee ought to be as public as the sun at 
noon-day. were short-hand writers 
employed to take down the evidence, if it 
was afterwards to be kept a profound se- 
cret. He was of opinion that their lord- 
ships, in justice to the learned and respec- 
tabie magistrate at the bar, ought toallow 
him the benefit of his counsel having the 
whole of the evidence before them. 

The Earl of Buckinghamshire considered 
the publication of evidence,-so entirely 
ex parte as that taken before the committee, 
to be extremely improper. 

Ear] Spencer urged the measure of fur- 
nishing the learned judge at the bar with a 
copy of the evidence taken before the for- 
mer committee. He also thought, that the 
ypresent evidence should be printed for the 
use of the house. 

Lord Hawkesbury had no objection to 
the evidence now going on being made 
public. It was not like that before-the 
former committee, merely an examination 
in chief. The witnesses at the bar were 
subject to a cross-examination, and there- 
fore their evidence would go to the world 
‘with all the colouring the parties on either 
side could give to it. *y 


-absolutely necessary their lordships should. 
come to some decision on the subject under 
consideration; but it was his opinion, that 
in the mean time the question proposed 
by the counsel should not be put.. If the’ 
dearned counsel were permitted to put such 
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ractive mind, he would easily draw from the, 


the former committee. In order to enable 
their lordships to come to a decision on 


some noble lord should make a motion on 
the subject, and he felt it very difficult to 
form an opinion as fo what the purport of 
that motion should be. It had been pro- 
posed on a former occasion to revive the 
commnittee, and whether that was the mode 
which ought now to be taken, he did not 
pretend to decide, He reminded their 
lordships, however, that in coming to a 
decision on this case, they would establish 
a precedent which would apply to all cases 
generally. Every word of the evidence 
taken before the committee might have re- 
dounded to the bonour and credit of Mr, 
justice Fox; but in making this supposi- 
tion, their Jordships were aware that the 
rule of furnishing evience might be ap- 
plied to cases of a very different nature. 
Lord Elienborough agreed with the noble 
and learned lord, that the question should 


that, unless the forms of the house pre- 
cluded such questions, the general law of 
evidence authorized the counsel to put 
them. He thought that the committee had 
already come to a decision on the question 
of furnishing # copy of the evidence ; but, 
as that was not the case, he hoped they 
would determine it without further delay. 

Lord Minto observed, that the propriety 
of furnishing a copy of the evidence before 
the former cominittee, and the right of the 
counsel to put such questions as that now 
under consideration, formed, in his opi- 
nion, two separate points of discussion. 
He now moved that the chairman do leave 
the chair; and gave notice, that he would 
to-morrow make a motion for reviewing 
the former committee.—After some con- 
versation, this motion was agreed to.—The 
lord chancellor having taken the woolsack, 
a conversation arose on the form of the 
motion. 

Lord. Hawkesbury was of opinion, that 
the object of reviving the committee should 
be expressed in the motion, whether it was 
to be fur laying-the evidence on the table, 
or communicating it to the learned judge. 
If it was produced at all, he thought it 
should be printed. 

Lord Ellenborough suggested that the 
evidence should lie on the table for the in- 
spection and reference of the counsel on 
both sides. 


questions, it was evident, that, with his 


Lord Minto was at present inclined to 
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not now be put; but he was of opinion, | 
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make the production of the evidence, and 


the future application of it, the ground of 


two separate motions. 

The Earl of Carlisle gave notice, that he 
would, to-morrow, present a petition from 
Mr. justice Fox, praying, that the evidence 
taken before the former committee might 
be printed.—On the motion of lord Auck- 
land, the evidence hitherto taken at the 
bar of the house was ordered to be printed. 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, June 6. 


{Minutes.] Sir Lawrence Parsons was 
sworn, and took his seat, on his re-elec- 
tion, after accepting the office of one of 
the commissioners of the treasury in Ire- 
land. — Mr. Brooke presented petitions 
from 39,000 clothiers of the county of York ; 
and from the clothiers of Somerset, Glou- 
cester, and Wilts, in favour of the bill re- 
lating to their trade now before the house. 
Mr. Brooke observed, that the contests 
now existing had lasted for three years. 
What he wished was, an equitable arrange- 


ment between masters and workmen; he 


wished the law to be reduced to a com- 
pendious system, so that the masters and 
workmen may be able to understand it. 
Mr. H. Lascelles thought the present pe- 
riod of the session too late for introducing 
a bill of such magnitude ; he thought ar- 
rangement necessary, aud the subject of 


‘sufficient magnitude to engage the attev- 


tion of government. Sir R. Buxton and 
admiral Berkeley spoke to the same effect; 
the latter objected to the bill, as putting 


a stop to the use of all machiuery. ‘Fhe; 


petitions were ordered to lie on the table. 
—On the motion of sir C. Price, the re- 
port of the committee on the bill for the 
completion of the London docks was or- 
dered to be re-committed to a committee 
of the whole house.—On the motion of 
Mr. Tierney, the further consideration of 
the report of the committee on the Cam- 
berwell Waterworks was put off till Mon- 
day.—On the motion of Mr. Baker, 
the bill for regulating contracts relating 
to the poor was re-committed. Some 
amendments were made in the committee, 
and the report ordered to be received to- 
morrow. Mr. Brooke moved that the 


“bill for regulating the Woollen Manufac- 


ture be read a second time on Monday 
next.—Sir Robert Buxton moved as ah 
amendment, that the bill be read a second 


time this day three months. Mr. Brooke. 


hoped the hon. baronet would withdraw his 
motion, in order that the opinions of gen- 
tlemen might be collected, for the purpose 
of' preparing a bill of general arrangement 
against the next session. Mr.H. Lascelles 
wished the amendment to be withdrawn, 
with a view to turn the attention of his 
majesty’s government to this subject, for 
the purpose of a complete arrangement 
early in the next session. Sir R. Buxton 
consented to withdraw his amendment, 
Admiral Berkeley consented to put off the 
second reading till Monday, with a view 
to ascertain the sentiments of government, 
but with the determination to move, that 
it should: then be further put off till that 
day three months.—Mr. Creevey moved 
that the order for taking into considera- 
tion the petitions complaining of an undue 
election in the county of Middlesex be put 
off from to-morrow till to-morrow se’n- 
night. Ordered.—Mr. Huskisson wished, 
that, in consideration of the absence of 
the chancellor of the exchequer, from in- 
disposition, the discussion on the Duke of 
Atholl’s claims, with respect to the Isle of 
Man, should be put off till to-morrow, 
After some observations from lord Temple 


“and Mr. Curwen, as to the length of time 


this affair had been pending, the further 
consideration was fixed for to-morrow.— 
On the motion of Mr. Whitbread, som¢ 
additional accounts relative to balances 
in the hands of the receiver-general of the 
customs were ordered. Mr. Whitbread 
also moved, that there be laid before the 
house an account of the persons in whose 
names the navy and victualling bills funded 
in 1795 and 1796 had been written up at 
the bank ; but on the suggestion of Mr, 
Louvg and Mr. Rose, he changed his mo- 
tion into a notice for to-morrow.—Mr. 
Rose brought up the report of the com- 
mittee on the Fish Bounty bill. - On the 
motion of Mr. Vansittart, this report was 
ordered to be taken into further considera- 
tion on Monday.—On the motion of Mr. 
Vansittart, the committee on the Dublin 
Police bill was put off till to-morrow. It 
was ordered that the house should to-mor- 
row resolve itself into a committee, to con- 
sider of certain grants for secret services 
in Ireland—Mr. Sturges Bourne brought 
up the Loyalty LoanCompensation bill, and 
the bill for completing the Crinan Canal ; 
which were read a first time, aud ordered 
to be read a second time to-morrow ; also 
the bill for defraying the charges of Pay 
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and Clothing of the Militia of Great Bri- 
tain and. Ireland, the bills for Allowances 
to Subaltern Officers of Militia in Great 
Britain and Ireland, and the bill for the 
better collection of the Duty on Paper in 
Ireland.—On the motion of Mr. Foster, 
the house went into a committee to con- 
sider of the best means for improving the 
Harbour of Howth, near Dublin. A sum 
not exceeding 10,0001. Irish, was ordered 
to be advanced out of the consolidated 
fund of Ireland for this purpose. The see 
port to be received to-morrow.—The Irish 
Horse and Dog Duty bill was reported, 
and ordered to be read a third time on 
. Monday.—On the motion of Mr. Huskis- 
son, the house went into a committee on 
the Spanish Wine Duty bill, Mr. Brooke 
wished the additional duty on Spanish wine 
to be reduced from 12].to 10]. aton. Mr. 
Huskisson could not agree to this proposi- 
tion, which was resisted by sir C. Price 
also, as unfavourable to the fair trader. 
Mr. Brooke’s proposition was negatived, 
and the duty fixed at 12]. per ton. The 
report was ordered to be received to-mor- 
yow.—Mr. I. H. Browne moved that there 
be laid before the house a copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the committee for making roads 
in the Highlands of Scotland ; which was 
agreed to.—The English and Irish Felons 
Escape bill went through a committee, and 
was ordered to be reported to-morrow.— 
A message fromthe lords announced their 
concurrence. in several private bills ; and 
also requested that the house would per- 
mit sir James Stewart, bart. and the right 
hon. sir John Stewart, bart. to. attend the 
committee of the house of lords on Mon- 
day next, for the purpose of being exa- 
mined on the address proposed to his ma- 
jesty, relative to the charges exhibited 
against the hon. Luke Fox, one of the 
judges of the common pleas in Ireland, 
respecting his conduct on the circuit in the 
summer of 1805, if they thought proper. 
On the motion of Mr. Bankes, the lords’ 
messengers were informed by the speaker, 
that the house would send an answer by 
its own messengers, 
{[Pappineton Canat Coat Bitz.) On 
the motion of Mr. Huskisson, the house re- 
solved itself into a committee on the re- 
port of the select committee, for allowing 
the importation of coal, to a certain ex- 
tent, by the grand junction canal. ; 
Sir Ralph Milbank disapproved of every 
thing that tended to diminish the working | 
of the northern collieries. A diminution 
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of the shipping and seamen employed in 
conveying coals must follow. ‘This trade 
was the best nursery of seamen, and the 
men engaged in it being accustomed to very 
dangerous seas and coasts, were particu. 


larly fitted for the most arduous services, 


as the best officers of the navy allowed, 
Mr. Huskisson stated, that the limited 
conveyance of 50,000 tons by the Padding. 
ing canal this year, was intended to en- 
able the house to form a judgment whe- 
ther the procuring a more*certain sup. 


ply of coals to London, in this way, is. 
likely to be attended with any mischief to . 


the coasting coal trade. 

Sir M. W. Ridley said, the friends of the 
coasting coal trade were obliged to accede 
to the conveyance of this limited quantity, 
in the fear that the government would im- 
pose severer restraints upon them. 

Mr. Burdon consented to go into the 
committee, but was sure this measure 
would prove completely inadequate. : 

Mr. Spencer Stanhope hoped the public 
discussion would take place in the next 
session. Ile did not think there would 
be a disposition to enlarge the quantity to 
be imported in this way, at a duty of 
10s. 2d. per ton. 

Mr, Huskisson moved, that 59,000 ton 
be allowed to be brought by the Padding- 
ton canal, paying a duty of 10s. 2d. per 
ton, being the duty now paid per chaldron 
on coals brought coastways. He stated, 
that the reason of charging the duty in 
this instance by the ton was, that the coals 
brought in this way were too large to be 
measured.—The motion was agreed to, 
and the report ordered to be received to- 
morrow.—Adjourned. 

HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 7. 

[ContTInenTAL Conn eExtons.] Lord Ca- 
rysfort asked whether any information was 
intended to be laid before the house, re- 
lative to the negociation with Russia. 

Lord Mulgrave replied, that he was not 
authorized to make any communication on 
the subject. 
- Lord Carysfort then gave notice, that on 
Thursday se’nnight, he should submit 4 
motion to their lordships relative to the 
Russian treaty; and their lordships were 
accordingly summoned for that day. 

[Cox puct or Fox.] The order 
of the day being moved for the house to 
resume the consideration of the charge 
against Mr, justice Fox, 
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_ Lord Minto said, he rose in consequence 
of.the notice he had given last night, to 
submit to their lordships a motion relative 
to the publication of the proceedings before 
the committee appointed to examine into 
the subject matter of the accusation against 
the learned judge ; and when he consider- 
ed its importance, not only as it regarded 
that learned person, but the public at large, 
and the administration of justice, he scarcely 
could entertain a doubt of success. It 
was his object to urge the reconsideration 
of the evidence which had been given be- 
fore the committee. He wished that the 
secret or select committee, or by whatever 
other name it was called, should be re- 
vived, with instructions to report the evi- 
dence of the witnesses. As many of the 
witnesses were to be re-examined, it would 
undoubtedly be of great utility to have that 
evidence known to their lordships. He 
confessed he bad an ulterior, object, which 
was the communication of the evidence to 
the parties at the bar. The ground on 
which he desired to have that evidence 
published was, that without it the parties 
would not stand on an equal footing; the ac- 
cused would not have the same advantage 
in making his defence as the petitioners 
- would have in preferring their complaint. 
He had heard it said, that the law of Eng- 
Jand did not profess to put the accused and 
the accuser in the same situation. He was 
aware there must be some disparity with re- 
gard to their knowledge of the facts, but it 
was nevertheless greatly to be regretted 
when that was the case. It was consonant 
to the general spirit of the laws to put thein 
on an equal footing. The difference in 
the present case wus, that the accusers 
could put questions with reference to evi- 
dence, of which the accused must be com- 
pletely ignorant. He contended, that it 
was the universal practice, that every per- 
son under accusation should have an op- 
portunity, by cross-examination, of trying 
the credit of the testimony preferred against 
him. Of this advantage the Jearned judge 
was deprived, He laboured also under 
another inconvenience, he was tried by 
judges who had heard evidence which he 
had not heard, and had no opportunity 
of cruss-examining. It was necessary that 
the learned judge’s counsel should have the 
means of observing upon the evidence 
given before the committee. His proposi- 
tion, therefore, was, that he should be 
placed on the same footing, as to the means 
pf his defence, with eyery other person 
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accused. He was not aware; that any rule 
or resolution of their lordships stood in 
the way of such a proposition. It could 
only be-by the publication of every part of 
the evidence, that the ultimate judgment 


There were two modes, either of which 
might be adopted ; the one was, to give 
the parties access to the papers ; the other 


ter, and, consequently, he should conclude 
by moving, “ that the committee be: re- 
vived, with instructions to report the evi- 
dence.” 

Lord Hawkesbury observed, that it was 
unnecessary to enter into any discussion 
upon the question. He was inclined to 
think, that tlre inconvenience on both sides 
which would attend the publication of the 
papers would much exceed any advantage 


ever, ready to admit, that there was no 
resolution or standing order of the house 
contravening their publication, and there- 
fore, as he understood there were many 
noble lords who thought it would be use- 
ful, and as the learned judge had presented 
a petition to that efiect, he should not re- 
sist the motion of the noble lord. 

Lord Minto stated, that if his first motion 
should be acceded to, it was his intention 
to move that the evidence be printed. 

Earl Spencer said a few words in support 
of the motion, and stated, that it had al- 
ways been his wish that the evidence should 
be printed. 

The Lord Chancellor would not sanction 
with his vote a proceeding which he con- 
ceived to be contrary to the forms of the 
house. If, however, the motion was agreed to, 
it was not to be understvod, that, in adopt- 
ing such a proceeding, their lordships threw 


be acceded to, not on that ground, but on 
account of the peculiar circumstances in 
which the house was placed. Every re- 
spect was due to the character and situa- 
tion of the learned personage who was the 
object of the present proceedings ; but pro- 
tection was also due to every one of his 
majesty’s subjects ; and he therefore trust- 
ed, that no inference to the discredit of the 
witness would be attempted to be drawn, 
whatever might be the result of the pre- 
sent motion. His lordship then observed, 
that the application which had beea made 


cileable to any general principle, analogy, 
or usage of the courts of law. It never 


of their lordships could be satisfactory, | 


was, to printthem. He preferred the lat- | 


to be derived from them. He was, how. - 


any discredit on the witnesses. It was to - 


by the counsel at the bar was not recon- 
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knew, from’ the petition ‘which’ -had been 


. ‘tant obligations imposed upon him by his 
‘yank, character, and situation, afforded a 
suffitient pledge, that his mind could be in- 


“the question now before the housé, be was 
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was prétended, that depositions taken on 
& previous enquiry could be demanded 
froma judge on the trial of a person accused. 
‘Any-publication of ‘such proceedings ‘was 
dHegal, and ‘their lordships would recollect, 
that the law did not-authorize the publish- 
ing of evidence while ‘a trial was pending, | 
but permitted it after all the proceedings 
‘Were concluded. ‘If then the present mo- 
‘tion ‘be adopted, let it be understood that 
it passed with their lordships’ acquiescence, 
‘but ‘by no means with any authority. He 


presented, that it was the desire of Mr. 
justice Fox the evidence should be made 
~pablic, and he knew that the well-inform- 
‘ed mind and eminent talents of that learned 
‘person fully qualified him to judge what 
-'was best to be done in bis own cause; but 
‘their lordships must recollect, that by their 
decision, they would establish a general 
rule which might apply to persons whose 
“understandings and talents might render 
‘them by no means so capable of forming a 
proper opinion of the course they ought to 
‘adopt under similar circumstances. In 
consequence of the proceedings which had 
‘already taken place, it must be admitted 
that some of their lordships possessed an 
‘ex parte knowledge of the evidence. It had 
‘been better that this had not been the case, 
but he could assure their lordships, that 
‘the vote he should give on the close of the 
proceedings, if they ever did come-to a 
‘conclusion, should be one founded only on 
the justice of the case, and unmixed by 
‘any influence arising out of the previous 
‘nvestigation. ‘This he could promise from 
‘aimind disciplined to such discriminations ; 
‘but he was far from denying, that it was 
possible impressions might remain with 
other minds less exercised in decisions. 
His lordship maintained, that there was no 
“means by which papers printed for the use 
of their lordships could be regularly fur- 
nished to other persons. 

Lord Ellenburough did not think it neces- 
sary for him to declare, that the vote which 
he should give, on the conclusion of this 
most solémn proceeding, would be ground- 
ed on astrict regard to justice. He trusted, 

“that his general conduct, that the impor- 


fluenced by no other motive. With regard to 


far from feeling the difficulties which pre- 
sented themeelves to’ the mind of his hoble 
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and ‘learned friend. The ends of “ sub. 
stantial justice” required, that the former 
evidence should be communicated to both 
parties, unless some positive regulation of 
the house prevented it: but so far was this 


had already ordered copies of the petition, 
and charges against Mr, justice Fox, to be 
delivered to him. Surely, if it was right 
to furnish him with written papers, there 
could be no impropriety in giving him such 
as were printed. If, however, their lord- 
ships thought right to confine themselves 
so strictly to analogy, the minutes of the 
evidence might be communicated to Mr, 
justice Fox in writing. But as to the 
question of furnishing papers, printed for 


sons, that he considered to be fully de- 
cided by the usage of the house, For 
several years he had been in the daily 
habit of receiving printed communica- 
tions from the house. During the trial 
of Mr. Hastings, he received every day, 
a printed copy of the evidence, which 
was printed for the use of the house only, 
This communication was absolutely ne- 
bcessary, to enable the counsel to manage 
that important trial ; and it was with the 
perfect knowledge of the house that they 
possessed it. He was seen with it at the 
bar, and it frequently was his duty to com- 
ment upon it. There were, therefore, two 
precedents in point,-in the present case, 
in which their lordships had furnished a 
person accused with written communi- 
cations; another, in which printed copies 
of evidence had been delivered to the 
accused party. No reasonable apprehen~ 
sion could be entertained of any proceed- 
ing of their lordships’ house having gn in- 
fluence on the conduct of the courts below; 
the practice of these courts was guided by 
rules which long prescription had establish- 
ed. But their lordships must recollect, 
that they were now placed in a situation 
so anomalous, that no example, drawn 
from the practice of courts of law, could be 
expected to apply to it. Ithad been the 
lot of their lordships, in the course*of the 
proceedings on this important case, te 
sustain very different characters. One 
character, at the commencement of the 
proceedings, had been assumed from the 
most honourable of motives; and if blame 
was imputable in that stage of the business, 
he was proud to take his share of it. 
Their lordships were of opinion, that an 
facetsation against a person, whose rank 


from being the case, that their lordships 


the use of their lordships, to other per- - 


et 
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‘With all the imperfections that belonged to 


‘furnished to the learned judge. He had 
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and character were so truly. respectable as 
that of the learned judge, ought not to be 
entertained without much delicacy. It 
was not unnatural to suppose that future 
accusations might possibly be made by 

rsons whose talents and judgment might 
face less weight with the house, and who 
could not claim the attention which was 
due to the noble marquis, It was, there- 
fore, anxiously wished to protect, by a 
previous enquiry, persons in the situation 
of the learned judge, from vexatious pro- 
ceedings, instituted on frivolous charges. 


that previous proceeding, it had still the 
advantage of establishing one useful pre- 
cedent.—It demonstrated their lordships’ 
determination to prevent any judge from 
being lightly accused. If this was an error, 
it was an honourable error, and one which 
originated in the best of motives. Their 
lordships were now in the situation of 
judges of the law, and the fact: In addi- 
tion to that, they had formerly taken upon 
themselves the character of grand jurors, 
and it was naturally to be supposed that 
the evidence to which they had listened in 
the latter character, must have made some 
er parte impression ontheir minds. To 
furnish the learned judge with copies of 
that evidence, was not throwing any dis- 
credit on the witnesses, but it was fit then 
lordships should have an opportunity of 
comparing the expressions they then used, 
with those they would now employ upon 
farther consideration. Such a comparison 
was necessary, to enable the house to form 
an opinion of the character, and credit 
which were due to the evidence of each 
witness adduced on the part of the prose- 
cution. In a proceeding so entirely new, 
and anomalous, the means of such a com- 
parison certainly would not be denied, if 
it could be afforded consistently with the 
regulations of the house. The present mo- 
tion went vo farther, than to bring the 
evidence before their lordships. When 
the proceedings should be on the table, 
it would be time to determine, whether or 
not they should be printed; but he was 
incapable of conceiving how any mischief 
could arise from their being printed, and 


already shewn that such a course was au- 
thorized by precedent; and he was con- 
vinced, that, in adopting it on the present 
occasion, no form of their lordships’ house 
sould possibly be violated. 


whether. the -printed papers.his learned 
friend had ,received on. the.trial of Mr, 
Hastings had been furnished. to him with 
the judicial knowledge of the house? His 
lordship also observed, phat’ the moment 
the. motion for: printing the evidence 
should be adopted, he should conceive. it 
to be his duty to.make a motion to pre- 
vent copies from going into the hands, gf 
any other persons than-their lordships, __. 

Lord Ellenborough said, the printed par 
pers he received on Mr. Hastings’s trial 
were furnished with the entire knowledge 
of the house. ‘To remove all doubt on 
that subject, he observed, that having 
occasion to refer to .part of the proceed 
ings which was not printed, he was .in- 
formed, by order of the house, that it 
would be printed in the Appendix. ___- 

The Lord Chancellor said, that, for his 
own direction in -the situation in which 
he was placed, he should put the question- 
to the house, whether papers printed for 
their lordships could be communicated to 
other persons ?—After a few words from 
lord Auckland, lord Hawkesbury, and lord 
Minto, the motion for reviving the com- 
mittee was agreed to. The committee 
was then ordered to meet to-morrow, and 
the house adjourned to Monday, 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, June 7. 

{Mrinures.] A message from the lords 
informed the house that their lordships had 
agreed to the Irish Stamp Duty bill, and 
the Irish Excise Licence bill, without any 
amendments.—Qg the motion of sirCharles 
Price, the house went into a committee of 
the whole house on the report of the peti- 
tion for the improvement of the port of 
London ; and agreed to a resolution that a 
further sum of 60,0001. be granted out of 
the consolidated fund for that purpose. 
The house being resumed, the report was 
ordered to be received on Monday.—Mr. 
Rose brought up a bill for rendering per- 
petual the several acts relative to the Ma- 
nufacture of Sailcloth in Great Britain. 
Read a first time, to be read a second time 
on Monday.—Mr. Rose also brought in a bill 
for continuing the act regulating the Ex- 
portation and Importation of Corn between 
Great Britain and Ireland. Read a first 
time, to be read a second time on Monday. 
—Serjeant Best brought up a bill for a- 
mending the act of the 4th of his majesty 


The Lord Chancellor wished to know 


relative to Bankrupts entitled to Privileges 
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éf parliament. Read a first time, to be 
read a second time on Thursday.—A per- 
son from the office of the chief secretary 
for Ireland presented a copy of all cor- 
respondence between the directors general 
of inland navigation and the directors of 
the grand canal in Ireland. Referred to 
the committee appointed to consider of 
‘the state of the grand canal in that 
country.—Sir John Stewart brought up 
the report of the committee on the mes- 
sage of the lords relative to the atten- 
dance of lord St. Vincent, to be exa- 
mined before the committee on the papers 
relative to Sir Home Popham. The 
report of the answer to their lordships’ 
message, drawn up by the committee, 
was agreed to, and sir John Stewart ap- 
pointed to bear the same to their lord- 
ships.—The message of the lords of yes- 
terday relative to the attendance of sir J. 
Stewart, bart. and the right hon. sir John 
Stewart, bart. on their lordships, to be 
examined touching the case of Mr. jus- 
tice Fox, was taken into consideration ; 
when permission was given to these hon. 
members to attend their lordships, if they 
think fit; and Mr Vansittart was ordered 
to signify the same to their lordships.— 
A petition of several ship owners of North 
and South Shields and neighbourhvod, was 
presented to the house, by Mr. Burdon, 
and read ; setting forth, ‘‘ that the great- 
est quantity of shipping employed in the 
coal trade from the river Tyne to London 
belongs to the towns abovementioned; 
and that the petitioners, from the de- 
pressed state of the shipping interest in 
general, have lately @nemorialized the 
lords of the committee of privy council 
for trade, respecting the too liberal em- 
‘ployment given of late to foreigners, to 
the prejudice of the petitioners and others 
who have embarked their capitals in ship- 
ping; but they are not less alarmed b 
perceiving an intention to introduce coals 
into the metropolis by means of inland na- 
vigation, a measure fraught with the great- 
est evils; and therefore praying, that the 
house will not pass into a law any bill 
that may be brought in for introducing 
coals into the capital by means of inland 
navigation.” Ordered that the said peti- 
tion do lie upon the table.—A petition of 
the freeholders of the county of South- 
-ampton, convened by the sheriff at Win- 
chester, on Thursday, the 16th day of May 
_1805, was presented to the house, and 
read ; setting forth, “ that the votes of the 
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house'on the 8th and 10th days of’ Aprif 
last, founded upon the tenth report of the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, deserve 
the gratitude and confidence of the peti- 
tioners, and of the whole country, and the 
petitioners request the house to proceed, 
in the spirit of those votes, in their future 
investigation of the flagrant abuses brought 


to light by the report of the commissioners - 


of naval enquiry; and that to the com- 
mons in parliament the petitioners look up 
with a confident hope and just expectation, 


that they will not only not relax in their | 


enquiries into all abuses and culpable ir- 
regularities in the management and expen. 
diture of public money, but that they will 
also take especial care that the very heavy 


taxes levied upon the people, and hitherto ~ 


cheerfully contributed by them, shall be 


wisely and frugally expended.” Ordered, | 


that the said petition do lie upon the table, 
—The report of the committee on the 
Spanish Wine Duty bill was brought up 
and agreed to, and the bill ordered to be 
read a third time on Tuesday.—Mr. Alex- 
ander brought up the report of the com- 
mittee on the improvement of the harbour 
of Howth, when their resolution that a 
sum not exceeding 10,0001. Irish currency 
should be appropriated to that purpose 
was agreed to; and the report of the com- 
mittee on the conveyance of coals by the 
Paddington canal, whose resolution was, 
that 50,000 tons of coals should be allowed 
to be brought to London by that canal, was 
agreed to, and bills ordered accordingly. 
[Srate or Pustic Arrarrs.] Mr, 
Grey observed, that some time had elapsed, 
since he had put a question to the right 
hon. the chancellor of the exchequer, re- 
lative to a subject that had been alluded 
to in the speech from the throne. There 
was reason to expect, that some commu- 
nication would, before this, have been 
made to the house, on that subject. He 
rose in this instance for the purpose of re- 
peating the question he had put on the 
former occasion, and to ask, whether there 
was any probability, considering the very 
advanced period of the session, that any 
such communication would be made to 
parliament previous to the close of it? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, he 
had nothing to add to what he had stated 
on the former occasion. It was not in his 


power to return any other answer to the 


hon, gent.’s question. 


Mr. Grey’said, he had delayed as long as. 
possible any motion on the subject. He 
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now felt it his duty not to suffer the house 
to separate without having an opportunity 
afforded them of considering this very im- 
portant matter. Ile proposed, therefore, 
to bring forward a motion on the subject 
on Wednesday se’nnight, unless circum- 
stances should in the mean time occur to 
render that motion unnecessary. 

_[Connucr or Apmirat Sir Jonny 
Duckwortu.] This being the day fixed 


by colonel Wood for his motion for the 


production of the proccedings of the court 
martial, relative to sir John Duckworth, he 
rose in his place and stated to the house, 
that he was willing to defer his motion for 
some days longer, that every gevtleman 
might have sufficient opportunity of inform- 
ing himself on the subject. This delay bad 
been suggested by some hon. gentlemen, 
and should it- meet the approbation of the 
house, he would renew his notice for that 
day se’nnight. 

Mr. Baker did not wish to oppose the 
delay proposed by the hon. gent. but could 
not help remarking that this was the se- 
cond time he had deferred his motion with- 
out adducing any satisfactory ground for 
that delay. He complained at the same 


_ time that the hon. member had handed 


about papers on this subject, one of which 
he had got put into bis hand on entering 
the house, and which was calculated to 
make an impression on the public mind, 
to:the prejudice of the hon. baronet who 
was the subject of the intended motion. 

Colonel WVvod then stated, that though 
he wished to give members time to consi- 
der the subject, he had no objection to 
bring it forward then, should it appar to 
be the desire of the house. The paper of 
which the hon. member complained (cap- 
tain Wood’s memorial to the lords of the 
admiralty) he stated to be a public docu- 
ment, and therefore a proper subject of 
attention for the house. 

Admiral Markham saw no reason why 
the question should not then be determined, 
as it merely related to the propriety of pro- 
ducing the proceedings, and not to the 
merits of the court martial. For his own 
part he acknowledged himself hostile to 
the production of these papers. Qn co- 
lonel Wood’s rising to explain, 

The Speaker observed, that there was no 
question before the house, and it remained 
for the hon. gent. to determine whether he 
would defer his motion, or now bring it 
forward pursuant to notice. 

Colonel Mark Wood, seeing the house 

V. 


disposed to proceed, said he should no 


longer delay his intended motion. The 
hon. colonel spoke as follows :—sir, the, 


proceedings of the late naval court martial 
held upon vice-admiral sir John Duck- 


worth having been printed and published. 


by the admiral himself, it cannot be the 
wish either of the admiral nor that of 
his friends to suppress or keep from 
public discussion a subject to which 
they have themselves given such publi- 
city, and therefore I trust there will not 
be any difference in opinion to prevent 


those proceedings, and other papers rela- - 


ling to this business, from being laid upou 
the table of this house. With permission 
of the house, I will beg leave to read cap-. 
tain Wood’s memorial to the lords com- 
missioners of the admiralty, together with 
the legal opinions given upon a case, for 
the purpose of ascertaining how far the 
court martial decided according to their 
oaths, and according to the 18th article of 
war, 
“< The Memorial of Captain James Athol 
Wood, 
‘*‘ Humbly sheweth, that the sentence of 


the court martial lately held upor vice-ad- 


miral sir J. Duckworth having not only 
most honourably acquitted the vice-admiral 
of the several charges preferred against 
him, but having also declared in general 
and unqualified terms those charges to 
have been gross, unfounded, malicious, and 
scandalous, your memorialist would con- 
sider himself unworthy of the commission 


which he has the honour to bear in his” 


majesty’s service, as well as wanting in 
that respect which he owes to the lords 
commissioners of the admiralty, were he 


not, with the greatest deference and re- 


spect, to state to their lurdships, that so 


far from the charges which he preferred 


against vice-admiral. Duckworth having 
been either gross, unfounded, malicious, or 
scandalous. your memorialist trusts he 
shall be able to satisfy your lordships, that 
such charges have been as fully substan- 


tiated as it was possible for them to be, — 


under all those unfavourable circumstances 


under which your memorialist was placed, | 


—With respect to the first charge, for op- 
pression in superseding your memorialist 


in the command of the Acasta, under the — 
pretext of appointing him to the Hercule, — 


a ship of greater consequence, your memo- 
rialist begs leave to submit the fellowing: 
observations for your lordsbips’ considera- 
tion; after haying been constantly and 

O-. 
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actively employed under admiral Corn- 
wallis, off Brest, frem the commencement 
of the war, towards the end of last Novem- 
ver your lordships were pleased to direct 
him to proceed to the West Indies with a 
large and valuable fleet; and on the 2d of 
February your ‘memorialist arrived with 
this fleet at Port Royal in Jamaica.—The 
second day after the arrival of your memo- 
rialist at that station, vice-admiral Duck- 
worth gave him notice of his determina- 
tion to remove your memorialist from the 
command of his own frigate the Acasta 
into the Hercule, 74-gun ship, at that time 
at sea; alledging for so unusual and so cruel 
an exertion of power, not only the good 
of his majesty’s service, but his intention of 
promoting your memorialist to the com- 
mand of a ship of superior class. It ap- 
pears, not only from the evidence of cap- 
‘tain Dunn, admiral Duckworth’s captain, 
by whom your lerdships’ appointment was 
superseded, but also by the evidence of the 
admiral’s secretary, that admiral Dacres, 
long before the Acasta arrived, had declar- 
ed his intention of hoisting bis flag on board 
of the Hercule, and to carry with him his 
captain and officers. This fact admiral 
Duckworth never has denied ; and accord- 
ingly admiral Dacres did hoist his flag on 
board of the Hercule before your memo- 
rialist sailed’ from Jamaica.—lIt is there- 
fore evident, that the reason which the 
vice-admiral assigned in his public letter 
for superseding your memorialist; namely, 
_the good of the service, and giving him the 
command of a ship of greater consequence, 
was false and groundless, and calculated 
merely to give a colour of justice to an act 
of the greatest stretch of power, cruelty, 
and oppression.—If the ostensible pre- 
text, that the good of the service required 
the vice-admiral’s return to England on 
board of the Acasta, your memorialist 
was surely fully competent to have com- 
manded to England that ship which the 
lords of the admiralty had so long been 
pleased to entrust to his charge.—Thus, 
after serving in his majesty’s navy upwards 
' of thirty years, without any alledged of- 
fence, but on the contrary the strongest 
_ testimonies of zealous services, your me- 
morialist has been most oppressively and 
most unjustly deprived of the command of 
his majesty’s ship Acasta; and, in aggra- 
vation to his grievances, compelled to beg 
and to intreat a passage to Europe on 
ard of his own on in a situation very 


b 
inadequate to his rank; whereas two pas- 
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sengers, totally unconnected with his ma.’ 
jesty’s service, occupied his former cabin; . 
all of which tending to degrade and to 
lessen your memorialist in the eyes of a 
ship’s company, so long devoted and at. 
tached to your memorialist.—The second 
charge against the admiral was, for having, 
in violation of the 18th article of war, 
loaded on board of the Acasta various 
goods and merchandizes, otherwise than 
tor the sole use of his majesty’s ship. In 
support of this second charge, your memo- 
rialist has proved by the admission of the 
admiral himself, that he had loaded on 
board of the Acasta eleven logs and two 
slabs of mahogany, measuring at least 16 
tons; about 150 Ib, weight of Spanish 
snyff, of the value of upwards of 200 gui- 
neas; from 30 to 40 casks of shaddocks 
and fruits, upwards of 20 pipes and pun- 
cheons of wine, rum, &c. &c. exclusive of 
liquors and various articles of household 
furniture, allowed to be 40 tons and up- 
wards, but which, in the belief of your me- 
morialist, exceeded 100. By the evidence 
of captain Duun, the Acasta appeared to 
him to have been so loaded and lumberedas — 
to have resembled a West Indiaman, and 
that in direct violation to the printed in- 
struction, the spirit-room prepared for pre- 
serving in safety his majesty’s spirits, had 
been cleared out, and the ship’s spirits 
removed into the hold, a very dangerous 
and insecure place, to make room for the 
vice-admiral’s wines and spirits. It bas 
also been proved, that many of the seamen 
had been removed from their mess places 
and births, to stow betwixt decks logs of 
mahogany and articles of household furni- 
ture made up in the island of Jamaica, 
where, by the evidence of the joiner of the 
Hercule, he had been employed at the ad- 
miral’s pen three years.—By the 18th arti- 
cle of war, it is expressly declared, that 
if any officer of any of his majesty’s ships 
of war, shall receive on board, or permit 
to be received on board such ship or vessel, 
any goods or, merchandizes whatsoever, 
excepting for the sole use of the ship or 
vessel, and being convicted thereof, ‘shall 
be cashiered, and for ever afterwards ren- 
dered incapable to serve in the naval ser- 
vice of his majesty. Exclusive thereof, it 
is further enacted, that any officer so of- 
fending, or owner of such goods, shall be. 
liable to forfeit the full value of such goods, 
to be recovered in a court of law. It is, 
however, evident from the sentence of this 
court martial, that nothing loaded cn board 
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of the Acasta, were deemed by those who 
_ have so decided, goods or merchandizes, 
either, because they had not been loaded 
on board by merchants, or proof adduced 
- of the vice-admiral’s intention to sell or to 
dispose of such goods. If under the head] 
of “* goods or merchandize,” the legislature 
only meant goods of which undoubted proof 
could be adduced of the oflicer’s intention 
to sell, and the evidence of such intention 
is to be the confession of the party accused, 
or the evidence of those connected with 
him; your memorialist begs leave most 
respectfully to submit to your lordships, 
that a door would in such a case be open- 
ed, and a most dangerous and extensive 
latitude given, to the greatest possible 
abuses. Under the name of “ presents,” 
- his majesty’s ships of war might be con- 
verted to the private emolument of indi- 
viduals, to the utter ruin and destruction 
of the naval service of his majesty.—From 
this consideration, as well as for the pur- 
pose of satisfying himself and friends, that 
the sentence of the late court martial had 
been most unjust, founded upon most er- 
roneous opinions, and had grossly injured 
and insulted the character and feelings of 
an officer, over whose conduct they had no 
cognizance; your memorialist was induced 
to state a case for the opinion of the first 
lawyers in this country, a copy of which he 
begs leave to submit for their lordships’ 
information.—This case your memorialist 
begs leave to observe, has been drawn in 
-the most favourable terms for the vice-ad- 
miral; admitting that every article loaded 
by bim on board of the Acasta, could be 
proved to have been intended for presents, 
and not for sale. Notwithstanding of which, 
the most eminent lawyers in England have 
given it as their opinion, that if the court 
wartial had decided according to the 18th 
article of war, the vice-admiral must inevi- 
tably have been cashiered, and for ever 
rendered incapable‘ of serving his majesty. 
—That the admiral’s conduct, in super- 
seding your memorialist in the command 
of the Acasta, was unjust, cruel, and op- 
pressive, and that the lords commissioners 
of the admiralty had not deemed the 
charge unfounded, your memorialist is 
warranted in appealing to your lordships, 
having ‘been pleased immediately on hear- 
ing of so unprecedented a stretch of power, 
to re-appoint your memorialist. to the com- 
mand of the Acasta; a circumstance of 
which he was unacquainted at the time 
when he requested a court martial to be 
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held upon the vice-admiral.—That the, 
sentence of the court niartial, in acquitting 
the vice-admiral of the second charge, viz. 
loading on board of the Acasta, gouds and 
merchandize ncé intended for the sole use 
of the ship, is highly illegal and unjust, and. 
is in direct violation of two. acts of parlia- 
ment made for the express purpose of 
‘restraining naval officers from such unof- 
ficer-like practices, he is warranted in as- 
serting, upon the first legal opinions of 
England herewith inclosed.—Under , all 
these circumstances, and a due considera- 
tion of the harsh, cruel, and unmerited 
treatment which your memorialist has re- 
ceived, he trusts your lordships will be 
pleased to direct that the proceedings and 
sentence of this court martial, together - 
with this memorial, be submjtted for the 
opinion of his majesty’s law officers, or if 
judged necessary, for that of his majesty’s 
judges, in order that your memorialist may 
have an opportunity of vindicating his’ 
character, and of obtaining that justice to 
which he may appear entitled: and your 
memorialist shall ever pray. James Athol 
Wood, captain r. navy.” Pall-Mall, May 
25, 1805.—xviiith article of war. “ If 
any captain, commander, or other officer of 
any ot his majesty’s ships or vessels, shall 
receive on board, or permit to be received 
on board such ship cr vessel, any goods or 
merchandizes whatsoever, other than for 
the sole use of the ship or vessel ; except 
gold, silver, or jewels, and except the goods . 
or merchandizes belonging to any mer- 
chant, or other ship or vessel which may 
be shipwrecked, or in imminent danger of 
being shipwrecked, either on the high seas, 
or iu any port, creek, or harbour, in order 
to the preserving them for their proper 
owners; and except such goods or mer- 
chandizes as he shall at any time be order- 
ed to take or receive on board by order of 
the lord high admiral of great Britain, or 
the commissioners for executing the office 
of lord high admiral for the time being ; 
every person so offending, being convicted 
thereof by the sentence of a court martial, 
shall be cashiered, and be.for ever afters. 
wards rendered incapable to serve in any 
place or office in the naval service of his 
majesty, his heirs and successors. And 
whereas, by the said act, intituled, “ an 
act for the more effectual suppressing of 
piracy,” it is amongst other things enacted 
in the following words, that the said cape 
tain, commander, or other officer of the 
said ship or vessel of war, and all and every 
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the owners and proprietors of such goods 
and merchandizes put on board such ship 
or vessel of war as aforesaid, shall lose, 
forfeit, and pay the value of all and every 
such goods and merchandizes so put on 
board as aforesaid; one moiety of such 
full value to such-person or persons as shall 
make the first discovery and give informa- 
tion of or concerning the said offence; 
the other moiety of such full value to and 
for the use of Greenwich hospital; all 
which forfeitures shall and may be sucd for 
and recovered in the high court of admiral- 
ty: now for making the said in part recited 
act more useful and effectual, be it enacted 
by the authority aforesaid, that from and 
after the twenty-fifth day of December, one 
thousand seven hundred and forty-niue, 
if any captain, commander, of other cfficer 
of any of his majesty’s, ships. or vessels 
shall receive on board, or permit or sutler 
to be received on board such ship or vessel, 
any goods or merchandizes contrary to the 
true intent and meaning of the eighteenth 
article in this act before mentioned and 
hereby enacted, every such captain, com- 
mander, or other officer shall, for every 
such offence, over and above any punish- 
ment inflicted by this act, forfeit and pay 
the value of all and every such goods and 
merchandizes so received or permitted, or 
suffered to be received on board as afore- 
said, or the sum of five hundred pounds of 
Jawful money of great Britain, at the elec- 
tion of the informer or persons who shall 
sue for the same, so that no more than one 
of these penalties or forfeitures shall be 
sued for and recovered by virtue of this 
and the said in part recited act, or either 
of them, against the same person, fur one 
and the same offence ; one moiety of which 
penalties or forfeitures shall be forfeited 
‘and paid to the person who shall inform or 
sue for the same, and the other moiety 
thereof to and for the use of the royal 
hospital at Greenwich; which forfeiture 
shall be sued for and recovered by action 
of debt, bill, plaint, or information, in avy 
of his majesty’s courts of record at West- 
minster, or in the high court of admiralty, 
at the election of the informer or person 
who shal} sue for the same; and the court 
shall award such costs to the parties as 
shall be just; and in all cases where judg- 
mient‘or sentence shall be given against 
any such offender, the court where such 


. judgment or senteuce shall be given, shall, 


with all convenient speed, certify the same 
to the Jord high admiral, gr to the 
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commissioners 
office.” 

Case.—‘ An officer of the navy, com- 
manding a king’s ship, not fully aware of 
this article of war, has inadvertently brought 
home with ‘him (as a present for various 
friends, and not intending them for sale) 
on board the said ship, about sixteen tons 
of mahogany, and some large pieces of ma- 
hogany furniture, from one hundred and 
twenty to one hundred and fifty pounds 
weight of Spanish snuff, a couple of hun- 
dred weight of arrow root, some puncheons 
of rum apd pipes of wine, and from thirty 
to forty casks of shaddocks; and has been 
threatened with a court martial for bring- 
ing on board such articles, as coming under 
the head of “ goods and merchandize not 
being intended for the sole use of the ship 
or vessel.”’—Your opinion is required, how 
far any officer briuging on board such ar- 
ticles, can in any respect subject him to 
the penalty of the above clause of the 22d 
George If. being the 18th article of war; 
as the officer will be able to prove they 
were intended for presents to his friends, 
and ret to be sold.” 

Mr. Garrow.—‘* I am of opinion that 
the facts here stated would inevitably sub- 
ject-the officer to whom they apply, to a 
conviction under the article of war before 
stated; and it seems to me, that the value 
and quantity of the articles received on 
buard, would but too probably render it 
impossible that the members of a court 
martial charged to enquire into the cir- 
cumstances, should ascribe it to mistake or 
inadvertency, or any other excusable cause, 
W. Garrow.”  Lingoln’s-Inn, $d May, 
1805. 

Mr. Dallas.—“ The above case, it ap- 
pears to me, falls directly within the words 
of the article in question, and these words 
are so strongly restrictive, viz. for the sole 
use of the ship, that I do not see how they 
can admit of any equitable enlargement, so 
as to exempt from their operation articles 
intended for presents, and not for sale. 
The object of the provision may have been 
to prevent a trading by the king’s officers, 


but it may also have had other objects. 


with respect to the state and navigation of 


the ship; but at all events, whatever may — 


have been the aim, the words are positive 
and peremptory, and nothing appears upon 
the face of the act to give them any parti- 
cular qualification. I take, however, for 


granted, that a court martial would give to 
every such case a most liberal considerar 
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tion, and would not construe a few articles 
intended for the use of friends, and as pre- 
sents merely, into a breach of the provi- 
sion of the Jaw; they would probably be 
considered as part of the captain’s stores, 
or upon some ground or other, would not 
be treated as amounting to a breach of the 
Jaw; but this would depend upon degree ; 
and in the present instance the articles are 
of such a nature, and such in point of 
amount, that it does appear to me to be of 
a very unfavourable nature, taking it even 
for granted, ‘that it can be proved, that 
which is stated, namely, that they were 
intended for presents merely, and not to be 
sold; but at any rate, should a court martial 
be held, this should be pressed as strong as 
possible, even though it should not operate 
as an absolute defence. R. Darvas.” 
Lincoln’s-Inn Fields, May 3d, 1805. 

Solicitor-General.— {1 cannot say that 
strictly this case does not fall within the 
22d of George II. chap. 33d, art. 18. The 
prohibition is general, without any excep- 
tion of presents; and even if it be usual to 
overlook the case of presents, it is possible 
that the quantity of goods may have raised 
some doubt whether they were so meant, and 
may have occasioned astricter scrutiny than 
usual upon this occasion, V.Gises,” 
Lincoln’s-Inn, May ist, 1805. 

Hon, S. Perceval,—*“ | am of opinion 
that the case mentioned above, certainly 
comes within the words of the clause, and 
if it be made the subject of charge before 
a court martial, will not, as | apprehend, 
be thought by such court to be justified by 
reason of the articles being intended as 
presents. Sp. Percevax.” May 3d, 1805, 
Lincoln’s-Inn Fields. 

The Hon, Thomas Erskine—“ I am very 
sorry to be obliged to say, that the purpose, 
the honourable purpose for which the un- 
fortunate officer appears to have taken on 
board a king’s ship the goods in question, 
would be no detence, it he were prose- 
cuted; neither could the sentence be miti- 
gated, nor could the king pardon the of- 
‘fence under such circumstances; therefore, 
‘it would be a harsh thing to prosecute upon 
the statute, the language of which is pe- 
remptory. ‘T’. Erskine.” May 30th, 1805. 
—After reading the above, 

Colonel Wood proceeded as follows :— 
Whatever my feelings may be for the cha- 
racter of a brother that has been most 


_ grossly traduced and calumniated by the 
‘sentence of this naval court-martial ; much 


as eyery man must feel for captain Wood 
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on account of the unprecedented, harsh, 
and cruel treatment which he has suffered, 
in being deprived of the command of one 
of the first frigates in the service, to answer 
the interested and private views of vice- 
admiral Duckworth; yet probably there 
might be a difference of opinion, whether 
full and ample redress might not be obtain- 
ed for this.ofticer, without legislative inter- 
ference,—Had this therefore been the only 
object for my wishing those papers to be 
laid upon the table, I might probably have 
paused alittle longer before I had troubled 
the house upon that subject; but when, 
sir, this act of unparalleled violence and 


injustice to a meritorious: naval officer 


whilst employed in the service of his coun- 
try, is immediately connected with the vio- 
lation of an act of parliament, the founda- 
tion and key-stone of our naval discipline 
and glory ; when the violation of this law 
is sanctioped by the late naval court mar- 
tial, and a door thereby thrown open to 
the greatest abuses in the naval service of 
this country; I-am sure, sir, there is not 
any member of this house, however much 
connected with the vice-admiral, whose 
conduct is so deeply implicated in those 
abuses, who must not feel the necessity -of 
attending to a subject of so great national 
importauce.—Captain Wood, the fficer 
whom ‘sir J. Duckworth deprived of his 
ship for the purpose of conferring the com- . 
mand upon his own captain, has served in 
the royal navy upwards of thirty years, and 
is a post-captain of eight or nine years 
standing.—About three years ago lord St. 
Vincent appointed him to the command of 
the Acasta frigate of 44 guns, one of the 
finest frigates in the navy; and from the 
recommencement of the war until last No- 
vember he was employed under admiral 
Coruwallis in the blockade off Brest, and 
other French ports.—Were it necessary to 
have references to captain Wood’s charac- 
ter in the navy, lord St. Vincent, admirals 
Cornwallis and Harvey, and many other 
distinguished officers will bear ample testi- 
mony to his merits. ‘Towards the end of 
last November, the lords commissioners 
of the admiralty ordered captain Wood to 
Jamaica with a: valuable convoy of ships, 
where he arrived the beginning of February, 
He was the unfortunate bearer of vice- 
adiniral Duckworth’s recal, and of admiral 
Dacres’ appointment to succeed him in 
that command.—Admiral Duckworth de- 
termined upon returninghome in theAcasta, 
which, as sepivr officer, he had an un- 
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the cgmmand of ther, not only ‘the com- 


large freight ‘of “treasure to be‘ brought 


- Jedged to be so.” Independeit of this con- 


command of his ship, the distress and mor- 


_under, this ‘afifiction: without a friend on 


doubted right to do, although, had the good 
of his majesty’s service been consulted, he 
would not have kept that frigate under the 
walls of Port Royal idle one month until 
the yellow fever commenced its havock ; 
there’ were many other frigates that re- 
quired coming home to England, in which 
the vice-admiral’- might-Nave been accom- 
modated. “Flad*adiviral Duckworth re- 
turned in the Acasta under the command 
of that captain to whom the lords of the 
admiralty, had thought, proper to intrust 


mon sage of the’service, but that atten- 
tion which'every Officer is bound’to pay to 
the common ¢allg,of justice and of huma- 
nity would have bech preserved, but this 

d not have suited rior have answered 
the admiral’s ‘purposes. —Theé Acasta was 
w large rodmiy frigate, ‘and the admiral had 
a number of things to,bring home, which 
he @urst, not’ ask, any captain, a stranger; 
to périmjt to be Ioaded on board, and which 
no one but Aconfidential friend would have 
sufferéd to pas’ unnoticed. There was also 


home froni, Jamaica, 7+eighths of thecom- 
mission 6n which captdin Wood was entitled 
to; the othey eiglith to the admiral. Ad- 
miral Duckworth therefore not only deter- 
mined to’return to England in the Acasta, 
bet to deprive ¢aptain’Wood of the com- 
mand of lie, for the purpose of conferring 
it upon captdin Dunn, the adwiral’s captain’ 


ing him a-‘ship of gitater consequence. 
This reason-captain Wood knew to be false 
and groupdless, and, as I shall shew htre- 


after, the vice-admiral himself acknow- 


féssiori of the vice-admiral, admiral Dacres 
(his, successor in the command) had in- 
formed ‘captain Wood officially that he had 
determined t6 hoist his flag on board of the 
Hercule the ivstant she returned to port, 
which he ‘accordingly did, and which the 
vice-admiral kn¢éw Ke would do, before the 
Acasta arrived at Jamaica.—In this man- 
ner, sir, was capt. Wood dispossessed of the 


tification resulting therefrom had nearly 
deprived him of his reason, and labouring 


whom he could confide, or with whom he 
could advise, for the vice-admiral had shift- 
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‘is it to be wondered at, that the vice-ad. 
miral should have had the advantage of 
ham at his trial, whose honest sensibility 
had to contend with power and systematic 
arrangements, supported by prejudice and 
partiality, nay even perjury ?—Exclusive 
‘of losing his ship, admiral Duckworth de- 
prived him of at least 2000], commission, 
to which he was entitled as commander 


ther given to captain Dunn, or arranged 


to dispose of it.—To reconcile to the com- 
mon feelings of mankind, much more to 
justify so’strong a measure, common pru. 
dence required that the motives of the 
vice-udmiral himself should have been per- 
fectly pure and disinterested, but it can be 
proved, that sv far from having been ac. 
tuated by any disinterested and honourable 
motive, that at this very time he must have 
fhad in contemplation the violation of an 
act of parliament for which the removal of 
captain Wood from the ship was absolutely 
necessary.—In the first place, let me call 
the attention of the house to the defence 
which the vice-admiral offers for super- 
seding an officer commanding one of his 
majesty’s ships under a commission from 
the lords commissioners of the admiralty, 
to give her to a protégé of his own; viz. 
“that he could not commit the honour 
of his flag, and his own character to the 
chapter of accidents, nor cross the Atlan-’ 
tic in a ship commanded by a stranger.” 
Good God, ‘sir, could there be a more 
gross or more scandalous libel against the 
whole of the captains of the British navy? 
Excepting captain Dunn, this admiral durst 
not trust himself in a ship during a few 
weeks’ passage with any British captain 
with whom he had not a personal acquaint- 
ance, and, strange (to relate, there could 
be found a majority of three admirals and 
nine captains of the British navy, deliber- 
ately, in the character of judges, to recog- 


by which they acknowledge, that a com- 
mission from the admiralty is no protec- 
tion to them against the whim, or caprice, 
or revenge, Sf a commander in chief ona 


the finest frigate in the service into any old 
hulk bearing a pendant, so that she hap- 
pens to be of a superior class in the navy 
list, even when recalled from command, 
and not going upon service: what have 


ed all the officers, 170 of the ship’s com- 


not those gevtlemen to answer for to their 


pany, as well as the captain of the Acasta, 


of the Acasta, as much as to his pay, ei- — 


in whatever other manner the admiral chose © 


nize and approve of this act of violence, - 


foreign station, who may shift them from — 
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2nd confidential friend; and for this pur- 
pose the vice-adiniral appoints capt. Wood 
to the Hercule, a 74-gun ship, at that time 
at ea, and assigns as his reason, the giv- 
| 
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prother officers ?—Let me now submit to 
the house how totally at variance are the 
actions and professions of the vice-admiral. 
By the 18th article of war, “ every naval 
officer, who either loads on board, or per- 
mits to be laden on board of any ship of 
war, goods or merehandize, excepting for 
the sole use of the ship, is not only to be 
cashiered, but to be rendered. for ever in-' 
capable of serving his majesty. Admiral. 
Duckworth had loaded on-board of. the 
Acasta, by his own admission, 11 logs and 
2 slabs of mahogany, large wardrobes made 
- at Jamaica by. the carpenters of the ship 
who were eating the king’s pravisions, and 
receiving the king’s pay, and employed by 
the vice-admiral for the purpose of making. 
the furniture to be used in his house in 
England. Any noble-minded man, sir, 
would have said to his successor; * these 
are articles which I found necessary to the 
convenience and comfort of my command, 
they have been made at little expence to 
me, pray consider them as belonging to 
the house assigned for the commander in 
chief, and as 1 now transfer them to you, 
do you take care that they are transferred 
to your successor.” ‘This, sir, might have 
justified the making them at the king’s ex- 
pence; but to manufacture them at Ja- 
maica, and send them to Fingland in pack- 
ages, (for it is not pretended that they were 
put on board for the admiral’s use on the 
passage home,) they can be considered only 
as articles of trade. 1 should be glad to 
know how the captain of the ship, who 
mustered Redhouse, the admiral’s joiner, 
(as he is called in the minutes of the court 
martial,) for the three years he was work- 
ing on shore, would answer to a charge of 
false muster, were it to be brought against 
him and the admiral. With regard to the 
mahogany, of which there were eleven logs 
from two to three feet thick, and from 10 
to 14 feet long each, also two slabs (stock 
for a first-rate cabinet-maker in London), 
Iwill venture to pronounce, that there is 
not a member of this house who will say, 
that those articles could be considered as 
any thing but “ goods and merchandize,” 
within both the spirit and the letter of the 
act of parliament. There were also ship- 
ped on board the Acasta about 20 casks of 
wine and rum, and from 30 to 40 casks of 
fruit, besides various other articles not 
_ worthy of notice ; none of which have been 
alledged .as for the ship’s use. ‘Fo make. 
room for those, he was obliged, if not ac- 
tually to‘turn seamen-out of their usual 


so well entitled. has acknows 


ledged that he ordered tlie spirit-room to be 


cleared out and the’ spirits belonging to his 
Majesty to bestowed in the hold, tor the pur- 
pose of stowing the adiniral’s wines-and spi- 
rits in the public,spirjt-room, in direct viola. 
tion of the naval printed jitistructions, which 
state particularly the manner in which the 
apirit-room is jo .be fitted ‘up, and “the 
|wine. and, spirits’are to be taken care of by 
the purser, who (ay the, instructions) is 
never to expect avy allowance for leakage 
of .wine.ox spirits, but to sée that the casks 
be sound’and full at their coming*on board, 
aiid, to he answerable for the care of them 
afterwards,. there being’ proper convwe-. 
niences made in the ,héld for -securing 
them from abuses, which are not to be 
employed to any other use whatsoever.— 

Jad captain, Wood commanded the Acasta, 
not a log of mahogany nor any of those 
various articles €numerated, and acknow- 
ledged* to have, been loaded” on board, 
could. haye been introducéd, 6n ‘board his 
majesty’s ship,, wishout: subjecting himself 
to the penalties of the 18th article of war, 
Captain Dunn, by his friendly complai- 
sance to his admiiral’s wishes, is now placed 
in that unfortunate situation, liable tebe 
tried’ by a court martial, and dismissed the- 
service. —Notwithstanding admiral _Dack- 
worth’s oppressive and unjust conduct was 
most clearly proved before the court mar- 
tial, and indeed admitted by the lords of the. 
admiralty themselves, by their having im-) 
mediately re-appointed capt. Wood to the 
command of the Acasta; notwithstanding 
it was clearly proved by captain Dann, that 
the spirit-room, in direct violation of the 
naval instructions, (pages 120 and 203,) was. 
cleared out to make way for the admiral’s 
liquors; notwithstanding it was admitted 
by the admiral himself, that he had ‘on 
board 11 logs and 2 slabs of mahogany, 
several wardrobes, 200 guineas worth of 
Spanish snuff, 20 casks of wine and spirits, 
and 30 or 40 casks of fruit, with various. 
other articles. A naval court martial has 
not merely acquitted him, but most fully 
and most honourably acquitted him, of. 
every part of the charge; nay, not satis- 
fied with his acquittal, they have declared 
the charges gross, unfounded, malicious, 
and.scandalous. So illegal and so unjust a 


sentence, 1 will venture to assert, upon the: 


very first legal opinions of this.couatry, 


| 


sleeping places, at least to make it very in 
onvenient to them, and to deprive them of 
hose comforts to which bur gallant tars were - 
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never was pronounced by court.mar- 
tial.—-Thus, sir, has not only an act. of 
parliament, formed for the express purpose 
of restricting naval officers from converting 
his. majesty’s ships of war to the private 
emolument of individuals, been not merely 
set at defiance, but by the sanction of a 
court martial the door has been thrown 
open to abuses, which if not speedily re- 
medied, must end in the ruin of the dis- 
cipline and good government of the naval 
service of this country——When even the 
laws of the country may not have provided 
any direct and easy road for the protec- 
tion of individuals from gross and preme- 
ditated violence and injustice, but more 
particularly when those acts of injustice 
and oppression have been committed a- 
gainst'a servant of the public, employed 
on the public service. 1 humbly conceive, 
sir, it is the bounden duty of this house, 
not. merely to enquire, but to sift such 
matters to the bottom, that they may sup- 
port, without affection or favour, that high 
character to which I trust the country will 
ever look. up with confidence.—In the pre- 
sent instance, sir, it is not merely acts of 
gross violence and injustice that is com- 
plained of, but the most daring breach of 
an act of parliament of the very first im- 
portance to this country. Under such cir- 
cumstances, sir, precedent would be un- 
necessary, but there must be upon record 
many precedents, not merely respecting 
the interference of this house, but of courts 
of law to.correct and controul the unjust 
and illegal proceedings of courts martial. 
Gne immediately occurs, and is mentioned 
by that very able and respectable gentle- 
man, Mr. Mac Arthur, to whom the pub- 
lic is so ‘much indebted for his excellent 
treatise upon naval courts martial. —Capt. 
Norris was brought to a court martial at 
his own desire, for misbehaviour off Toulon 
in the business of Mathews and Lestock ; 
the prosecutor lieutenaut Jekyll of the 
same ship.—Lieutenant Jekyll, Palliser, and 
others.addressed the admiralty, complain- 
ing of the proceedings of this court mar- 
tial; the same as captain Wood has done 
in the present instance. The proceedings 
were laid before the house of commons, 
and they were declared to have been par- 
tial, arbitrary, and illegal. Admiral Row- 
ley was the president of 25 captains, mem- 
bers of this. court martial, Another in- 
stance happened the year before of the in- 
terference of the court of common pleas. 


—Lieut. Frye of the marines was Siting 


to acourt martial, by the captain of ‘the 
Oxford man of war, for his disobedience 
orders.. Sir Chaloner Ogle was presi- 
dent of this court martial.. He was sen« 
tenced to imprisonment, and to be dis. © 
missed the service, He recovered of sir 
Chaloner Ogle 1000 guineas damages ; and. 
lord chief justice Wills told him, he would 
support an action against every other mem-. 
ber of the court martial. Te next pro-, 
ceeded against two other members: ad- 
miral Mayne and captain Renton, at that 
time members of a court martial, assembled 
at Deptford to try admiral Lestock. The 
court martial addressed the admiralty and 
his majesty, violently complaining of judge 
Wills’s interference. The judge issued his 
Capias against every member who signed 
the address, and they were only pardoned 
upon the most submissive apology.—I shall 
therefore move, “ that there be laid upon 
the table of this house the proceedings 
of a late naval court martial held upon 
vice-admiral Duckworth ; the memorial of 
captain Wood to the lords, commissioners 
of the admiralty, dated the 25th instant ;. 
accompanying a case, and opinions.of the 
attorney and solicitor general, Messrs, Er- 
skine, Dallas, and Garrow, respecting the 
18th article of war; also a return from 
the customs and excise of all articles load- 
ed on board the Acasta that had been en- 
tered and paid duty.” 
Mr. W. Dickinson, jun. said, he had lis- 
tened to the hon. gent. in the expectation 
of learning some suflicient grounds to in- 
duce the house to order these papers be- 
fore them. He however was pertectly. 
disappointed in such expectation. He 
saw no advantage likely to arise to the 
public from the house interfering with. 
the sentence of a court martial, the. 
proceedings of which were already suf- 
ficiently known to convince the public, that 
no, reflection could possibly with justice. 
be cast upon him. He justified the cen- 
sure of the court martial on captain 
Wood. It was according to precedent, 
Inthe case of sir Hugh Palliser, who brought 
admiral Keppel to trial, the court martial 
that acquitted Keppel declared the charge 
vexatious, in consequence of which sit 
Hugh lost his seat at the admiralty board, 
his colonelcy of marines, the government 
of Scarborough Castle, and was induced 
to resign his seat in parliament. The mo- 
tion of the hon. colonel would be of no 
advantage to the public or individuals, and 
therefore he should give it his opposition. 
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-which he took in behalf of a very revered 
’ for forty years, in the naval service of his 


‘ were passed on ship-board. Though his 
- Jong and meritorious services had been ho- 


end of 1798, he went, subject to his or- 


. any thing that was oppressive to the offi- 


"had, when at the admiralty, requested some 
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Captain Bennet. spoke in favour of ad- 
yniral Duckworth. 

Sir Wiiliam Elford testified, of his own 
knowledge, the excellence of the character 
of the gallant admiral. 

Mr. Baker said he should feel disgraced 
if he were to remain silent. He had no 
other interest in this motion, but that 


friend, who had been honourably employed, 


country; not less than thirty of which 


noured and rewarded by his majesty, it 
was impossible that he could have been in 
so many Situations, without being subject 
to some slight charges of this nature. He 
said, he could not consider the present 
proceeding as a very fair one, for, no sooner 
was the verdict of the court martial known, 
than captain Wood had served the admiral 
with notice of a civil action, pending which, 
this criminal proceeding was attempted. 
Lord Glenbervie spoke in favour-of tlie 


admiral. Many officers of the navy whom]: 


he knew gave him the highest character. 
Their testimony was of the most unquali- 
fied nature. Besides, the production of 
the papers moved for would be a dangerous 
precedent. 

Admiral Markham stated what he knew 
of the gallant admiral. He hadserved un- 
der his Command; he had kuown him 30 
eth he went out with hitn to the West 
Indies in 1789. In 1797 and 1798, he 
was under him on the coast of Ireland ; he 
went to the Mediterranean in 1798 ; in the 


ders, to Minorca, second in command. 
Knowing so much of the gallant admiral, 
he felt it to be inctimbent upon him to give 
his opinion on this occasion to the house, 
and he could honestly declare, that during 
the whole period, he never knew him to do 


cers under his command. With respect 
to the law opinion, he would just say, 
that probably, not an officer in the navy 
but might be superseded on such an o- 
pinion ; for, hardly one of them was free 
from the sin of transgression as to the 
ASth article of war. [A laugh.] Most 
captains brought home a pipe, or even 
more, of wine for himself and friends. 
when on a wine station; and he himself 


of his naval friends to bring him some 


wine. An hon, gent. over against him 


practice before he was born. . 
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(sir Philip Stevens) must remember the 
[Laugh]. 

Colonel Wood said, that as it appeared 

to be the wish of the house that this mat- 
ter should not be brought forward at pre- 
sent, he should withdraw it, with the inten~ 
tion of taking another opportunity next ses- 
sion to bring it under their consideration. 
_ Captain Hervey said, that as the hon. 
colonel bad thought proper to bring fore 
ward such aspersions against the character 
of such a highly respectable and gallant 
officer as sir John Duckworth was, notwith- 
standing the decision of the court martial, 
he thought it was highly proper that the 
question should be put, so as to have the. 
sense of the house upon the subject.—On 
this, the question that the motion be with- 
drawn, was put from the chair, and loudly 
negatived without a division, 

[Deke or ATHOLL’s CLatm.] Colonel 
Stanley moved the order of the day for 
the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee on the claim of the Duke of Atholl. 
The order of the day being read, 

Mr. Curwen rose, and spoke as follows :-— 
I rise, sir, to state my objections to the re- 
port made by this committee. It is, I 
conceiye, impossible they could have come 
to these conclusions bad they adverted to 
the whole of the evidence laid before them, 
and since subthitted to:the house: part of 
that evidence, ‘highly material in itself, has 
passed ubnoticed:. other parts will be 
found in direct contradiction with their 
report.—The individual conduet of a mem- 
ber of this house, on any subject in which 
the public interest is concerned, needs no 
apology: but if I wanted one for the part 
I think it my indispensable duty to take on 
this occasion, I should feel myself entitled 
to the indulgence of this. house when de- 
fending the interest of the house of Keys 
of the Isle of Man, acting under an una 
nimeus vote; the interest of 1560 respecte 
able land-owners of that island, whose pe- 
tition lies on your table, and of 30,000 
unrepresented persons, its inhabitants, 
whose interests must materially: suffer 
were the measure his grace of Atholl seeks 
to carry, unfortunately for them, to receive 
the sanction of parliament.—It is obvious 
how sincere must be the wish, how greatly 
it would be the interest, of the inhabitants, 
to stand on fair terms with the noble peti- 
tioner: to oppose his wishes must be mat- 
ter of sincere regret to them, and nothing 
but the strictest sense of duty could induce 
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the house of Keys, or the people, to give 
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opposition to those wishes.—No interest 
of a private nature have they, sir, or have 
I, in opposing the present claim—and I 
trust we shall hear no more of rumours 
which have circulated, that the opposition 
to this measure arises in prejudice, or in 
motives of a personal nature.—To put the 
thouse fully in possession of the present 
case, it is necessary to call their attention 
to certain previous transactions now known 
‘but to few. Of these transactions, but for 
‘particular connexions, and the circum- 
‘stances that have led my attention to the 
“subject, 1 should, like others, have remain- 
ed ignorant.—In 1774, the present noble 
claimant entered on tbe possession of the 
- Island.—In 1780, a petition appears to 
‘have been presented by him to this house, 
‘complaining of injury sustained in conse- 
‘quence of the act by which this island was 
vested in his majesty.—It seems to have 
been the design of the noble petitioner to 
‘get back certain objects, unnecessarily, as 
‘he maintained, and unintentionally, taken 
‘from his family. Of these the value did 
not, I believe, amount to 3001. a year. 
But this petition had further objects; as 
“to the creation of courts independent of 
‘the sovereign (the judges of which his 
‘grace sought to have the nomination of 
himself), and many other feudal and ma- 
_nerial regulations. On this petition a bill 
‘was founded. Considerable alarm was 
‘excited in the island. By the direction of 
the treasury, references took place to the 
attorney and solicitor general of the day; 
earl Rosslyn, then Mr. Wedderburne, and 
Mr. Wallace, names high in estimation ; 
‘and also to the insular attorney-general, 
sir Wadsworth Busk (a man to whose ho- 
nour, integrity, and ability, all who know 
‘him can with me bear witness), and to the 
“Other crown officers of the island. ‘Their 
‘sevéral reports were highly unfavourable 
“to his grace’s then objects, and the bill 
“was Jaid to rest.—In the following year it 
- ‘Te-appeared: again it was referred to the 
‘succeeding attorney and solicitor-general, 
‘Mr. Wallace, and the now chief justice 
‘Mansfield: and again the report was un- 
‘favourable.— The same bill, however, little 
‘to the credit of this house, was suffered to 
‘pass to the lords. There the house of Keys 
‘opposed it, and on the second reading it 
was withdrawn. Its fate, sir, I now re- 
gret: had it been stripped of its obnoxious 
clauses as to game, manerial courts, &c. 
‘the objects bis grace sought of a pecuniary 
‘nature might perhaps have met with xsd 
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opposition: the bill might have passed 
into a law, and we, probably, have been 
Saved the mortification of witnessing and 
the island of contending against still more 
extraordinary measures which have fol- 
lowed it; the last of which we are now 
considering.—In 1783 a petition, pointin 

in nearly the same terms at the same ob- 
jects, again 4ppears on your journals: but 
Ido not observe that any further steps 
were taken upon it.—Now, in these three 
several applications made to this house, 
what distinctly appears to have been the 
object sought by his grace? To explain 
and amend that very act, of the operation 
and effects of which he is still complaining; 
to raise objections to and seek relief against 
injarious consequences resulting, as he 
asserts, from that measure.—And what 
says his grace of inadequacy of compensa- 
tion? of the incompetence of parliament 
to legislate for his island? of force ot 
threats used to compel the proprietors to 
part with it? Was the inalienability of this 
property then urged as a foundation for 
any claim, or for the revision of the trans- 
action? On these topics not one word is 
said.—Kecollect, sir, his grace had been 
six years in peaceable possession of this 
fair domain ; that he had attained the age 
of from five to eight and twenty; that he 
had, apparently, most diligently looked 
into his titles, and obtained the most 
accurate information and advice. Can it 
then be endured that he shall] at this day 
contend he is dissatisfied with the price, or 
the mode on which his family parted with 
the property? The objects he now seeks 
might then more reasonably have been 
urged, and would have been urged, had 
his grace conceived any such claims to . 
have existed. I do not accuse the noble 
duke of putting forward this bill of 1780, 
as a prelude to others; that he meant to 
employ it as a step-ladder to his other 
claims. I do not impute to him such dis- 
ingenuousness. No, sir, I affirm that his 
grace must have been, as he now ought to 
be, well content with a compact so bene- 
ficial to his family and himself, however he 
might complain of incidental stipulations 
in it.——But I am not left to inference and 
conjecture as to his grace’s then sentiments 
on the bargain made in 1765. I have the 
bést authority on that subject to produce, 
namely that of his grace himself. If] am 
to blame for he opinion I form, the noble 
duke has been the person to mislead me. 
Here is his bill. He states, “ that the so- 
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vereignty, ports, and commerce were no 
otherwise required to be revested in the 
crown than as they interfered with re. 
venue; and, considering the liberality with 
which the said treaty was conducted; it 
was meant the reservations should be fully 
secured to his family.” Now, can it be 
possible that he who uses these words can 
pretend he was dissatisfied, that the bar- 
gain was void or compulsive, or even 
harsh! These transactions occupy three 
years: Can it be supposed that the opinion 
here avowed was lightly held or inconsi- 
derately expressed! No, sir, I rely on it as 
incontestable proof, that there was no 
opinion then entertained by him or his 
family, that the bargain was other than be- 
neficial—In 1790, I do admit, that opi- 
nion appears changed. ‘Twenty-five years 
after the transaction are disclosed the first 
symptoms of discontent on the part of the 
noble duke; for that period of time he 


- and his family had been in the enjoyment 


of those advantages which the compact 
with government secured to them. Then 
it first occurred to him to advance a claim 
of addition to that price, which appears to 


others not merely adequate but most li- 


beral.—-To account for this change of sen- 
timent is not difficult. Between the first 
petition in 1780, and that of 1790 which 
we now have in view, considerable addition 
had been made by parliament to the insu- 
lar customs; their gross produce in 1780 
was but 3,2001.; in 1790, it approached, 
within a few pounds, to 7,0001.—Here then, 
sir, is the source of his grace’s dissatisfac- 
tion. Here the grounds of his present 
hopes of further compensation! —After glan- 
cing, then, at this new discovery of the 
compensation paid twenty-five years pre- 
viously, being inadequate, the petition asks 
the appointment of commissioners to en- 
quire into the nature and value of the 
rights and species of property necessary to 
remain vested in the crown for the secu- 
rity of the public revenue, and as to the 
injury alledged to be done to the peti- 
tioner’s remaining interest.—How modest 
and humble this request! How great the 
contrast with the petition of the present 
day! such as it was, however, his grace 
utterly failing in making out any case, the 
decided hostility of the house to the prin- 
ciple sought to be established, induced the 
right hon. gent. opposite me to withdraw 
the bill.—In the following year commis- 
Sioners were sent, under the authority of 
the king, to institute these enquiries on 
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the spot.. And here I desire to do justice to 
the selection made; there were on that com- 
mission men of the highest character for 
candour, abilities, and integrity. With the 
result of their labours, the island, as well as 
his grace, had reason to express, and each 
expresses, perfect satisfaction.—Here, then, 
it would naturally have been expected thet 
every litigated object, every dormant claim, 
‘every possible subjectgof dispute, would 
have been brought forward, canvassed, and 
sifted to the bottom. Serious cause of 
complaint have I, sir, against the noble 
claimant, that when this opportunity of- 
fered of discussing a most prominent ob- 
ject in this report, from that discussion he 
shrunk. Had he then urged that mon- 
strous claim on which the committee and 
his grace’s other friends have so much 
dwelt, of a despotic power in the lord to 
impose on commerce what taxes he pleas- 
ed, he could not have found a person com- 
petent to speak on the subject, who would 
not have witnessed against his claim, and to 
the reputation of the right being in the 
whole legislative body, This claim of , 
arbitrary power in the lord proprietor, to 
ransom his vassals at discretion, with no - 
limit but his moderation and their ability, 
would have met in the island with neither: 
friend nor supporter.—ls it just, is it even 
decent, sir, to decide a subject so grave 
and momentous as this, without hearing 
the whole of the evidence; without giving 
to the house of Keys an opportunity, before 
some legal tribunal, of being heard? This 
body derives its origin from the remotest 
periods of antiquity: it is perhaps the only 
Celtic institution remaining upon earth. 
The insular records go back four centuries. 
At their commencement the house of Keys 
existed; but how long anterior it existed 
under the same appellation, is unknown, 
Before the revestment, the power of legis- - 
lation, in all cases whatsoever, they claimed 
and possessed in union with the lord-pro- 
prietor and his council. The mode of 
election into that house certainly I shall 
not defend. But however objectionable 
in theory, no instance whatever of their 
abuse of power can be adduced. More 
faithful guardians of the people’s rights 
could not have been found. In every dis-- 
pute with the lord they have ever steadily 
been found on the side of. the people. 
When these commissioners were pursuing 
their enquiries in the islaud, there were 
members of the Keys, and other persons 
then living, whose memory could go back 
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half a century or upward, who.could have 
statéd the traditions of this subject, and 
explained difficulties, if any there were. 
To such sort of evidence his grace did not 
think fit to resort. The merit of this dis- 
covery was reserved for ‘the labour and 
diligent researches of this committee.— 
However valuable the report made, and 
the evidence collected by these commis- 
sioners of enquiry, little good has yet re- 


sulted, There lie? their report; and the 


‘important suggestions of improve- 
ment they have offered, sleep with it— 
From 1790, the date of his grace’s last ap- 
plication to parliament, he appears to have 
ong these poor islanders a long respite. 
Not till 1801 do we hear again of his 
claims, In that year comes his petition 
to the privy council.—The course of pro- 
ceedings on that first petition, deserve at- 
tention and applause. As often as the 
conduct of the administration of that day 
comes under consideration, so often will it 
demand my warm approbation. It was an 
administration in which the public purse 
was husbanded ; but at the same time that 
it was a government of less cost, it was, in 
my opinion, one of more vigour than the 


 present.—The then minister, combining a 


just regard to the claims of an individual 
with the duty he owed the public, sent 
those claims for investigation to the attor- 
ney and solicitor-genera]. Their report is 
in all hands, It is the most satisfactory 
discussion of a mixed matter of law and 
fact that ever came under my considera- 
tion.—One of the ‘subscribers of that re- 
port now fills a more elevated situation; 
from what we saw of him, when a member 
of this house, we are all, I trust, convinced 
that he will execute the duties of that 
station with honour to himself and advan- 
tage to hiscountry. The other subscriber 
I sincerely regret, sir, not having the satis- 
faction of seeing this night in his place, but 
we all know him to be a man too honoura- 
ble to permit me to reason from his re- 
port, if he had changed the opinions on 
which it is founded.—Able and masterly 


_ as that report is, it cannot but produce 


conviction with every man who brings ap 
unprejudiced mind to its perusal.—Not 
s0, it seems, thought the present claimant. 
To the attorney and solicitor general his 
“grace himself replies! This is not, I pre- 
sume, very usual: his memorial was how- 
-ever accepted; and the privy council pro- 
ceeded to deliberate aud consider the 
case.-—They came to a decision, and made 


difficulty we succeeded :in. bringing before 
tives, most completely, his grace’s claims. 


resorts is to suggest to the privy council, 
that he had still another supplemental pe- 
tition to present, containing new matter of 


report till this further evidence was pro. 
duced.—Then comes a most material and 
‘fortunate occurrence for the noble duke— 
-a change of administration! Mark the dif- 


mentary petition of the duke of Atholl, 
which turns out to contain not one single 


without reference, as before, to the attor+ 
ney and solicitor general; without giving 


contents of this precious supplementary 


former opinion ;. the privy-council come to 
a report in direct opposition to the former, 
ratifying his grace’s claims, and recom~ 
mending the compensation being granted. 
on the insular revenues ; employing in this 
invéstigation not many more days than the 
preceding administration had done years,—~ 
On this report the present proceedings are 
founded.—Before I proceed, sir, to the 
consideration of the subject of the report 
of this committee, I must enter my solemn 
protest against the policy of the present 
measure. We are reversing the very pur- 
pose and principle of legislation: setting 
property afloat; rendering bargains inse 
cure. Nothing but positive proof of vio- 
lence or fraud could justify parliament in 
entertaining such a measure. It must 
hereafter be uncertain up to what period 
possession may be considered as a bar 
against claims that may be advanced for 
further compensation. It is not for us, 
after the lapse of forty years, to examine 
whether the sale on the part of this family 
was provident or improvident, Were time 
no bar, we are precluded from entering into 
that enquiry by his grace of Atholl’s own 
avowal at the commencement of his career, 
of the liberality with which the treaty was 
conducted. If the principle be admitted, 
that the increased value, in the course of 
forty years, of any one object whatever 
sold, be it to the public or to an indivi- 
dual, affords a fit and just claim for the 
seller's demanding an addition to his price, 


a@ minute of council.—It was not without | 
‘the house this valuable document: it nega.. 


The next step to’ which the noble claimant . 


importance.—T he same principle of equity 
and moderation which characterised that. 
administration, influenced it to suspend the. 
ference of their conduct. On this supple-. 


fact that can weigh a feather in the scale; 


them an opportunity of investigating the: 


paper; of defending or abandoning their - 


~~ 


then, sir, there is an end to the security of 
property.—To this measure in particular, 
sit, J object, because we have now but‘one’ 

yin our view. We consider it but with 
relation to the individual. The interests of 
the public, the injuries which provoked the 
servants of. the crown to resort to the 
measures that were. supposed to have led 
to the sale of the island, are now forgotten 
and unknown. Those who are now guar- 
dians of the public purse, no longer feel 
that sense of duty which impelled the 
illustrious minister of that day to act as he 
did in putting down that nuisance. We 
are now discussing this question as if 
against an innocent person; as if the coun- 
try had no cause of complaint against his 
noble predecessors. It is scarce in recol- 
lection, that a yearly sum of 350,0001. was 
asserted to be lost to the revenue. 
was true, in ten years the public must 
have sustained an injury of three millions 
anda half of money. But certain it is, a 
gain-had accrued to the proprietor of at 
least 50,0001. beyond his fair legal re- 
venue.—It is quite immaterial to me whe- 
ther all this was done with or without his 
knowledge; he might, and ought not only 
to have known, but to have prevented it. 
His duty, as a good subject, forbad his 
being accessory to a violation of the laws 
of the parent-country.—Why should not 
the descendants of the dukes of Richmond 
and Grafton, or various others, demand a 
review of their contracts? If the country 
proceeds in a progressive state of improve- 
ment, there will be a greater disproportion 
in forty years between the amount of the 
revenue they sold, than there is in the 
present instance; but with this material 
difference, that what they sold was their 
right. That which is now claimed springs 
from what the duke of Atholl had not to 
sell; and from improvements resulting 
from British trade, and manks industry. — 
To come then to this report, which seems 
to me to rest on four allegations: Ist, Pre- 
cipitancy in carrying into execution the 
agreement. 2d, Inalienability in the ob- 
jects conveyed. 3d, Incompetency in par- 
liament to legislate for the Isle of Man. 
4th, Tbe notable discovery, recently made, 
of uncontrollable, despotic power in the 
feudal proprietor of the Isle of Man; of 
an absolute monarch created by a limited 
one. On the first head, this alledged pre- 
cipitancy. If the charge be not founded 
on an arraignment of the usual form of 


proceeding in parliamnt, it appears com- 


If this, 
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pletely unfounded.—More time'than usual, 


‘indeed, appears to have been given. It 


was the noble personages’ own fault if they 
had not more discussion as well before this, 
as another branch of the legislature.—But 
were I to couple the charge ‘his grace 
makes of hurry and precipitance at one 
time, with the admission he makes of per- 
fect liberality at another, this charge might 
be converted into‘an argument for defalca- 
tion, instead of increase of the price he has 
received.—On the next head, of inaliena- 
bility, and some supposed defective forma- 


lities; as I have not received a legal edu-. 


cation, it would ill become me to say a 
word. ‘The house may probably hear 
from those who have had that advantage, 
opinions little according with his grace’s, 
I have, indeed, been informed, that besides 
the sovereignty alienated to the crown, the 
family have, from time to time, parted 
with tithes, and other heads of property. 
These titles are held perfectly safe, and 
never have been assailed by the duke .of 
Atholl.—But exercising only one’s com- 
mon sense on this allegation, how perf 

irreconcileable it is with the present ate 
tempt! his grace of Atholl asks more 
money. Why? because what he brings 
to market cannot be sold; because he 
can take no price for it; because it must 
be his and his family’s property to the end 
of time. Excellent reasons these for re+ 
storing, but the worst possible for further 
compensating. It is a claim that money 


cannot satisfy-~But did he come to par- | 


liament on his first, second, or third appli- 
cation, with thisallegation? Had hesudone, 
it might have afforded fit matter for exa- 
mination, This is neither the place, nor 
the time for fresh investigations. I am 
convinced, indeed, it is not wished we 
should look into them. This and the 
former allegation are merely thrown out as 
a help to amuse those who do not examine 
minutely.—They have no bearing whatever 
on the question of further compensation.—- 


On the next bead of the aliedged income - 


petency of parliainent to legislate for the 
Isle of Man, I shall not presume to offer 
any opinion of my own, armed as I am by 
the attorney and solicitor general of Eng- 
land with the opinions of lord Coke, and 
Mr. justice Blackstone; I cannot but 
agree with them in thinking it a question 
on which no doubt can be entertained. By 
lord Coke it has been held. that by special 
name an act of parliament “ may extend 
to the Isle of Man ;” and sir W, Blackstone 
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adds, “ that. this right has not rested in 
theory, but has been frequently acted on 
in parliament.” To the instances cited by 
the attorney and solicitor-general, I beg 
leave, however, to add another, even 
somewhat prior in time, to any adduced 
by them: this is the 33d Henry VIII. 
called “ The bill for Cross-Bows and 
Hand-Guns;” which imposes penaltiés on 
the use of weapons of certain descriptions. 
Amongst other places the Isles of Wight 
and Man are exempted; provided these 
weapons are not used against deer, and 
other enumerated animals.—If so used, 
the penalties clearly attached: here there- 
_ fore, distinctly appears an act of interior 
domestic legislation for the Isle of Man.— 
The 5th of Elizabeth, c. 5th, affords an in- 
stance of the exercise of the very power 
repeated in that act of the 5th of the king, 
chap. 39, which the duke of Atholl and 
his committee affect to term the mischief- 
act.—French wines are forbidden to be 
imported into the realm of England, or 
any part of the same, except in English 
vessels: two exceptions are admitted; of 
Rochelle wines into Wales; into the Isle 
of Man, of 100 ton of French wines at the 
most. For the queen’s duties on these 
excepted wines,express provision is made. 
—It is evident that the Isle of Man, and 
Wales, are here considered in the same 
point of-view, as members of the realm of 
England; that it was equally competent to 
-parliament to legislate for the one as for 
the other; and that the importation of 
more than 100 ton of French wine by 
foreigners, was therefore illegal—The 7th 
of Geo. I, prohibiting the importation into 
the Isle of Man of East-India: goods, ex- 
cept from great Britain, important as it is 
in every point of view, has wholly escaped 
the attention of this committee.—In that 
act we sce another legislative measure, 
directly affecting the commerce. of the 
island.—The 12th Geo. I, forbids the im- 
portation from the Isle of Man, into great 
Britain or Ireland, of any goods not its 
own produce, and inflicts the penalty of 
forfeiture, as well of the gaods, us of the 
ship conveying them, superadding fine or 
imprisonment on the persons concerned in 
the lauding. ‘This statute also authorizes 
the treasury to treat with the proprietors 
for their claims over these regalities—The 
act passed in the next reign, imposing on 
the seamen of the island the payment of 
Greenwich-Hospital money, and authoriz- 
ing the collection of it by the servants of 
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the crown within the island, is equally de- 
cisive. ‘“ Abundantly sufficient,” we may 
well conelude with the attorney and soli- 
citor general, they are to show that parlia- | 
ment has, in fact, again and again, exer. 
cised that right of legislation which lord 
Coke and sir W. Blackstone so justly at~ 
tribute to it: Here is both theory and 
practice. Nor has it ever been disputed 
by the inhabitants of the island, or by any 
person, or at any time that I have heard, 
except on the present occasion, by the 
noble claimant.—If ever the time was 
when the competence of parliament on this 
head, if unfounded, should have been dis- 
puted, it was in 1765, when the act for 
putting down smuggling was proposed.— 
The noble proprietors then petitioned 
‘against it. A most eloquent speech, of 
which the memory still lives in tradition, 
and kas been perpetuated by the press, 
was then delivered; a case on behalf of 
the petitioners, of which a copy is now in 
my hand, was then printed. Does any 
one of these documents breathe the slight- 
est doubtas to the power of parliament ?—~ 
At that period the proprietors had also the 
benefit of the professional assistance of 
another most eminent advocate, Mr. Ma- 
docks. But above all, they were aided by 
one whose judgment and sagacity are 
known wherever our tongue is spoken, by 
oue of the greatest statesmen and lawyers 
the country ever produced, in short, by 
lord Mansfield. Is it possible that this 
argument, if maintainable, could have es- 
caped his penetrating mind: that it would 
not have been urged with equal force and 
more effect than any adduced by the advo- 
cates acting for the noble petitioners.—Be- 
fore I advert to the last claim this report 
states on behalf of the noble duke, of the 
ore of arbitrary taxation existing in the . 
eudal proprietor, ] beg leave again to refer 
to the same valuable document, containing 
the case subniitted to this house in 1765, by 
those proprietors.—Many years ago I dis- 
covered it by accident among the papers of a 
deceased parent. Little could I then dream, 
that I was this day to produce it as contain- 
ing a complete refutation of this despotic 
claim ; an unanswerable proof of the right 
of co-legislation enjoyed by the house of 
Keys, of which I bave the honour to be a 
member.—The petitioners there state the 
insular government as composed of three — 
estates: Ist, “‘ The lord, who hath ever 
retained the rights of the ancient kings in 


or dissenting to the laws 
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d;” 2d; ‘¢ In the governor and coun- 
cil;” and 3d, “ the Keys, who are the re- 
presentatives of the commons.—Their triple 
concurrence makes the law.” ‘“ The laws 
of the island,” the petitioners add, ‘have 
established a book of rates.”—-Now, sir, 
were I required to furnish a distinct, clear 
definition of the power of legislation as it 
then existed, I could not do better than 
refer to that prepared by the noble claim- 
ant’s father. But I ask whether his state- 
ment be not as distinctly and clearly irre- 
concileable with the claim now advanced 
by this committee? Were further proofs 
required of the latter’s claim being utterly 
unfounded in reason and in fact, those 
proofs are furnished by that very committee 


’ themselves.—In the very first page of their 


printed proofs they state, from the report 
of the commissioners of enquiry, as an al- 
legation of his grace, that bis family had 
the power of increasing the duties, with 
the consent of the legislature.—Next they 
state, in the third page, as collected from 
the whole of the evidence, that it is not 
probable that consent would have been 

iven without an equivalent.—Really, sir, 

am at a loss to conceive how the claim of 
arbitrary taxation in the lord can, even in 
their own opinion, have one moment sub- 
sisted in contradiction to proofs so decisive 


as these.—But, say the committee, “ they 
have not discovered, nor were they referred 
to, any other instance of the interference 
of the Keys, as to books of rates, or du- 
ties on importation or exportation,” ex- 
cept one in 1736,—Again I say, sir, 1 ap- 


peal to their own evidence. In page 42 
they themselves insert an insular statute of 
1734, imposing duties for 21 years on im- 
portation of arrack, equal in amount to 
the duty before payable; duties on all 
other spirits; on wines, coffee, tea, India 
goods, in short, on all foreign goods what- 
svever, applicable to the repair of their 
harbours. —This statute, sir, (which bas of 
course the consent and signature of the 
Keys) I produce in particular, detached 
from the others, as being in point-blank 
contradiction to this most unguarded as- 
sertion of the committee, “ that they had 
not discovered or been réferred to any 
other instance of the interference of the 
Keys asto duties on importations or ex- 
portations.”—The intervention of the Keys, 
as the committee still more broadly assert, 
was confined to matters of internal regula- 
tion, and assessments for local purposes.— 
From their own-evidence I will again, sir, 


prove the direct contrary. It short, it is im- 
possible, I must repeat, that the framers of 
this report can have read the proofs on which 
they ought to have formed it.—Before I 
look more minutely into these proofs, part 
of which was laid before the committee by’ 
myself, I think it incumbentvon me to no~ 
tice the expression of surprise with which 
an hon. and learned bart. has been pleased 
to accompany his remarks on the part I 
took on this occasion ; as if it were a pri- 
vate, ex parte transaction, in which my 
interference was improper.—I have sat in 
this house nearly 20 years. On all trans- 
actions in which the public has an interest 
I have constantly thought it the duty of 
members of parliament to pav attention, 
and, if in their power, to afford information. 
This I have considered not merely as ex- 
cusable, but as their duty. High as the 
authority may be of the hon. and learned 
bart. I shall require authority still higher 
than his before I forego this opinion, and 
this practice.—In proof of the indubitable, 
and, till now, undisputed, right of the 
house of Keys to interfere in all matters 
of legislation without exception, I shall 
now proceed, sir, to call the attention of 
the house to the several acts of the insular 
legislature, termed acts of Tynwald, which 
the renort of this committee lays before 
us.—The first legislative act in order of 
time, of which a record now exists, is in 
1417, within a few years after the grant 
from the crown to the Stanley family. By 
this act penalties are inflicted, or declared, 
against the receiving felons by certain infe- 
rior barons; or on persons concealing them- 
selves within these petty jurisdictions, To 
to this act the Keys are, eo nomine, parties. 
Objections, I know, may be taken to the 
form of this instrument. Its style is that 
of “ indenture,” but the effect and sub- 
stance of it are clearly legislative: penal- 
ties are imposed by it on the subject... Al- 
lowance must be made for defects of form 
in barbarous times, where the rude and igno- 
rant inhabitant possessed no other language 
than his own dialect of the Celtic —Next, 
sir, I would beg to draw the attention of 
the house to the first book of insular rates, 
dated in 1577, which the committee as- 
serts to have been made by the lord of the 
isle.—Again, I say, sir, the direct con- 
trary appears on theirown showing. These 
rates appear, in their very front, to be but 
“allowed and confirmed” by Henry earl 
of Derby. How-can a man allow and con- 
firm his own act? Is it not most palpable 
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. for confirmation ? It is:not pretended that 
_ the. lord-was sole legislator on any other 


. claims to. be, not imposer and maker, but 


_ the single. maker of the rate?’ Would not 
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that this act must be the act of others? 
that it was complete when presented to him 


head but imposing port-duties. How is it 
possible. he could be in this, when he him- 
self, in the very first instance on record, 


merely as giving his allowance and confir- 
mation ?—Safely as the case might here be 
left, I do{not leave it here. An assembly 
of the. legislative power of the island is 
called once a- year, or oftener, of which 
the Keys are constituent members. This 
is. termed the court of Tynwald. Here 
all legislative acts are proclaimed; and 
until proclaimed, they are not received as 
law. Certain customs by the lord’s com- 
mandment, put in writing by the Deem- 
sters, appear to have been thus proclaim- 
ed on the 13th of July, 1577. ow, sir, 
I defy the: noble claimant to show me. one 
solitary instance of any law whatever, 
founded on the will of the lord, being thus 
proclaimed. A proclamation at a court of 
‘Tyawald, or of a court of Tynwald, must 
necessarily and essentially be of the acts 
of that court ; the Keys were indispeusably 
members of it: and, after careful research, 
I cannot find one instanceof the lord, ab- 
solute as he endeavoured to make himself, 
though certainly never so absolute as he 
is here pretended to have been, ever at- 
tempting to obtain the sanction of this so- 
lemn proclamation to his own mandates.— 
Next, sir, I will point to the solution gi- 
ven of a doubt which appears to have 
arisen on the interpretation of this book 
of rates. A fee of one penny had been 
fixed by it for the entry of every boat; a 
dispute arises’ to whom the penny be- 
longed. It is: decided to belong to the 
captain's clerk. By whom decided? Why, 
by. the Deemsters and Keys. Now, sir, 
I ask whether this"does not most distinctly 
negative the assertion that the lord was 


the litigating parties have resorted to the 
lord. to.expound what he had himself made? 
Would-not the person whose‘claim was re- 
jected by the Deemsters and Keys, have 
complained to the:lord of their invasion of 
his prerogative? would the lord himself 
have acquiesced in that invasion ?—To my 
understanding, these: circumstances, even 
separately, but taken: together, most in- 
disputably evince the very contrary of the 
committee's assertion, and prove’ the lord 
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question.—In 169%, I am ready to admit, 
the lord proprietor, by his own and big 
council’s authority, did: innovate on thig 
book of rates, The commissioners of ens 
quiry warn us of similar strides of power 
having been attempted. They tell: us of 
a few “exceptions in which the commands 
of the lord proprietor have been obtruded 
as Jaws on the people.” Between these 
acts of power, and’ the constitutional laws 
of the country, I have already observed, 
there is this evident’ mark of distinction; 
the latter are invariably proclaimed as laws 
in a court of Tynwald:-the former never 
were. The alteration‘made in the book of 
rates in 1692 never was:: therefore, I say, 
it never was the law of the Jand.—Gen. 
tlemen speak of the house of Keys: not 
having opposed this obnoxious measure, 
At this distance of time I know not the 
fact, whether they did ordidnot. But ifnot, 
even at this day motives of excuse for their 
forbearance may readily be imagined. 
These, sir, were days of calamity to the 
Isle of Man: they had other more impor 
tant subjects of dispute with their lord, 
He had pressed forward claims to all their 
lands. The island was then deeply de- 
pressed in poverty, and it would have been 
imprudent to irritate the lord proprietor 
on a subject of comparatively, and at the 
moment, little importance to them. These 
duties were of trivial amount; paid by 
strangers; and it was’ not then foreseen 
how much, and by what’ means that a- 
mount was afterwards to be augmented. 
Even in 1706, it appears, sir, by an act 
of Tynwald, stated by the committee, that 
“ the poverty and mean circumstances of 
the people” had prevented the payment of 
the lord’s fines; and that to raise on the 
island an assessment of so small a sum as 
160]. a delay of three years was’ necessa- 
rily given.—Where then could the Keys 
have looked for the resources. to enable 
them to enter into new'contests with this 
powerful lord proprietor? They might be 
silent ; but “ it was their poverty, not their 
will,” consented.—The motives, or length 
of time, of this acquiescence, are now of 
littlé moment. I stiall convince the house, 
that the lord has solemnly renounced this 
supposed right. And renunciation of an 
assumed right proves ten times more 
strongly: against the renouncer, that it 
was unfounded, than if he never had as= 
sumed it.—An act of Tynwald of 1736, 
after stating, ‘* that the present book’ 

rates: had not hitherto had the consent 


proprietor: not:'to have made: the: rate in 
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and concurrence of the 24 Keys,” “ or- 
dains, consents, and enacts by the autho- 
tity aforesaid, that the rates modified and 
altered should be levied without alteration 
or any additional Cuties, customs, or other 
impositions to be laid on any goods ex- 
ported or imported for the future.” His 

_ grace’s friends evidently feel that this act 
of: Tynwald is decisive on .the question. 
They say the Keys “ claimed, or assumed 
to themselves the right of confirming the 
tate.” This is not correct: it was not as- 
sumed ; their right is admitted. If it could 
be pretended that the proprietor himself 
was then unapprized of the extent of his 
prerogative, does he not appear to have 
been surrounded by his oflicers and ma- 
gistrates ? Seven of them subscribe this law. 
Can it be possible that this despotic power 
could have had an existence in right, and 
none of these persons whisper in the lord’s 
ear that hé was imposed on? can any man be- 
lieve that they would all be parties in a 
robbery of the lord; and not merely of the 
Jord, but of themselves? The rates of 
1692, appear to have been imposed, not 
by the lord singly, but by the lord and 
council: what could induce the council to 
combine with the Keys against the lord 
by whom they were appointed, to deprive 
him and themselves of power unlimited, 
but legal ?—Decisive evidence has, I think, 
been given, that this right of arbitrary tax- 
ation never resided in the lord, But if 
‘there were a doubt, a fit occasion offered 
when the commissioners were on the spot, 
for its solution. At the proper time, in 
the proper place, and beiore competent 
jodges, his grace of Atholl did not think 
it convenient to institute this enquiry. Sir, 
I must infer, and any man must inter, he 
did not, ‘because he knew it would be de- 
cided against him.—But admitting for a 
Moment the arguments adduced against 
this odious claim not to be satisfactory ; that 
the evidence on either side was balanced ; 
still I should hope this house must come to 
a decision favourable tothe Keys. It is pro- 
bable, the practice in this island must have 
been analogous to that in the surrounding 
kingdoms. In ours, I deny there ever 
existed a right to tax the people without 
thei: own concurrence.—Some modern his- 
torians attempt to fix the period when repre- 
sentation began. Vain the attempt! It was 
not the gift ofan Henry oran Edward. From 
our Saxon progenitors we derive it; and 
coeval with our representation was the right 


in the popular assembly to grant or to with- 
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hold taxes from their sovereign.—Such a 
claim as the present seemsat war with the 
very fundamental laws of society. And 
here, sir, let me appeal to the authority of 
one, whose name gives weight to all he has 
written; to whom the general admission of 
his own and every succeeding generation, 
has allowed a place amongst the most en 
lightened of men. The works of this great 
man have been thought worthy the parti- 
cular attention of a prelate, as distinguish. 
ed by his piety, as he was eminent by his 
learning and talents. Presiding over one of 
the colleges at Cambridge, he encouraged 
the study of the work to which I allude, as 
the best foundation for the forming pure 
public principles. Often has he to me in-: 
culcated the utility of its frequent peru- 
sal ; and happy I am in this opportunity of 
expressing my veneration for the memory 
of this worthy prelate; my gratitude for 
his kindness ; and the pride [ teel in’claims 
ing him as my relation. [ allude to Locke’s 
immortal treatise on government, as edited 
by bishop Law. “If any one,” he says, 
** shall claim a power to lay and levy taxes 
on the people by his own authority, and 
without consent of the people, he hereby 
invades the fundamental law of property, 
and subverts the end of government; for 
what property have I in that which another 
may by right take when he pleases to him- 
self ?—But to return to the labours of this 
committee; they have asserted, sir, that 
the intervention of the Keys was confined, 
in all instances but one, to matters of in 
ternal regulation. 
tion! look at their own-evidence. Onthe 
3d August, 1711, you find an act of Tyn« 
wald for “ preventing frauds in her ma- 
jesty’s customs ;” this is an insular mis= 
chief-act which originated in the suggestion 
of custom-house officers there resident. 
Had it not been ata subsequent period 
suspended, this act alone would have cut 
up smuggling by the roots. The only boon 
the Keys asked in return, was the liberty 
of vending their native produce among 
their wealthier neighbours. It was refused 
them.—I am sorry, sir, here to remark the 
contrast between the then conduct of this 
little community, and that of the servants 
of the crown, the wisdom of the insular 
legislature, in preferring the advantages 
resulting from regular industry, as a more 
certain road to prosperity than the specious 
profit of illicit commerce. A more ens 
lightened policy would have induced the 
treasury to comply with so reasonable ‘a 
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petition; to have conferred it as a favour, 
ifnotas aright. Conceiving, then, that no 
alternative remained but to smuggle or 
‘starve, in 1713 the insular legislature sus- 
pend the former beneficial law ; and pro- 
bably the smuggler soon resumed his an- 
cient habits.—After the feudal proprietor 
had once’ consented to the abolition _ of 
illicit traffic, it would ill have become him 
personally to sanction its renewal. ‘To 
relieve him, perhaps, from this odium, the 
plan was adopted of grauting a lease of his 
‘customs to two strangers. ‘The tempting 
offer was made of a rent of 1000 guineas ; 
and the magnificent idea put in practice of 
resorting to foreign India companies tor a 
supply of teas and other commodities to 
smuggle on our shoresx—Then followed 
the act of the 7th Geo. I. inhibiting such 
importations, except from the mother- 
country: and within a few years the draw- 
back on goods exported to the island was 
disallowed. — The lessees’ profits from 
farming these customs being thus curtailed, 
they offered to surrender their term, It 
was accepted. But does it appear that the 
feudal proprietor claimed indemnity for 
the diminution of his profits? A defalca- 
tion then probably took place in his income 
from this source, of 800]. a year, nearly 
equal to 3000]. at the present day. But we 
do not find that any complaint was uttered, 
_any allegation made, of wrong done him by 
parliament in thus abridging his customs. 
Again, in 1726, the court of Tynwald pass 
and proclaim a law, approved by the lord, 
restraining the exportation of salt. Within 
five years after occurs a strange measure, 
indeed, for this puissant monarch of man, 
possessing powers greater than the sove- 
reign of England. Our king can circulate 
copper cuin by proclamation: but here it 


appears that the feudal proprietor was ob-| 


liged to go to the house of Keys, for leave 
to give currency to a few hundred pounds 
worth of halfpence—On the whole, sir, on 
this lread of the subject, I appeal with per- 
fect confidence and perfect security to the 
evidence collected by this committee thein- 
selves, as proving the direct contrary of 
their assertions.—The last subject, sir, to 
which I shall entreat the attention of the 
committee, is that of the revenue under 
the feudal proprietor. I must here also 
begin with entering my protest against 
treating this object by any means as pri- 
vate property, transferable from hand to 
hand, or to be made a subject of sale. It 
ig undoubtedly the right of the people ; 
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paid for their benefit ; and not to be consi. 
dered, at any time, or under any circum. 
stances, as merely a source of profit to an 
individual,—Ly the Derby family it was 
never probably so viewed. ‘Thicir princely 
fortune put them above the need of the 
miserable produce of these duties. The le- 
gislature must have intended them as a 
small aid toward the defraying the ex. 
pences of civil government, then wholly 
incumbent on the proprietor’s land-reve- 
nue. This his grace retains, hberated from 
tbe burthen of civil or military expenditure, 
—Another circumstance I must notice, as 
placing thi: subject in a false light, which 
is the calculating the probable amount of 
ithe proprieior’s duties in 1705, on present 
produce, present consumption, or present 
actual importation. ‘The population in 
the intermediate time bas arisen one half, 
The degree of increase taken place in the 
wealth of the island it is difficule to calcue 
late. A comparison between the rents 
paid then and now would indicate an ad- 
vance from four to eight times the amount 
in 1765. With the increased numbers, and 
the increased means of the inbabitants, 
how great must be the increase of duties 
on imported luxuries!—But as we must 
take some criterion, Jet us even take this 
most favourable one to the noble claimant, 
Pursuing it with the attorney and solicitor 
general, it turns out, that the revenue to 
the lord, on the most favourable year that 
had then oceurred, according to the an- 
tient scale of duty, would have produced 
8461. 19s. ‘To which, it is admitted, should 
be added, the average produce of a duty 
on herring-boats, a salmon fishery, &c, 
2221. Making together 1063S]. 19s.—I 
have also, sir, two calculations, one on an 
average of seven years, of the actual im- 
portations, which, with the addition of the 
2221. still does not amount to 10001. The 
other, formed on the importations of 1802, 
the year in which the largest importations 
ever known were made into the island, 
With the same addition, this would amount 
to 12701, The calculation given in by 
his grace to the committee makes the lie 
censed articles produce 6861. 3s. 9d. The 
ad-valorem articles 2199]. Now, sir, it is 
pretty remarkable, that on a head which 
can be ascertained, namely, the duties on 
licensed articles, we agree so closely; but 
on another, which is not reducible to the 
same certainty, his grace should differ so 
widely from every other computation. The 
same regard to candour which induced the 
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attorney and solicitor general to give the 
due credit for the last sum of 222]. would 
also have induced them to notice their 
omission, on the other hand, had tliey been 
aware of it, to deduct from the amount, 
the expences of collection, of the civi! 
government, and all the cther charges on 
the sovereign. In the same, orin a higher 
ratio, these must have advauced. In 1765 
they appear to have amounted to 7771. cur- 
_rency. At this day it is probable they 
would have absorbed every shilling of these 


duties.— Another observation I must make, | 


Mr. Speaker, is, that these receipts and 
payments are but in Manks currency ; that 
is, one seventh Jess than sterling. —Think- 
ing, as I do, any reference to present cir- 
cuinstances, in order to draw results ap- 
plicable to a state of things forty years ago, 
to be fallacious in itself, aud injurious to 
the cause of the public and the island, still, 
sir, I cannot avoid making, a few further 
remarks on the computations thus found- 
ed.—On behalf of the duke of Atholl, a 
paper of calculations was iaid before the 
committee, applying, as it is said, the 
rates of 1092, to the importations of 1802. 
—Beside the articles of licensed goods, the 
present great source of the insular revenue, 
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that to support his grace’s case, proofs are 
resorted to, which in strictness do not 
apply:-when these fancied proofs are ex- 
amined, they are found, not disputable, 
not improbable, but, I verily believe, mo- 
rally impossible to be true.—To show how 
fluctuating the insular revenue 1s, and ever 
must be, when governed by a casualty so 
great as the good or ill success of the 
herring Gshery, 1 must remark, that the 
“ross amount of revenue in 1804, appears 
to have been 10,4731. 5s. 3$d. ‘The fishery 
of that year failed. Had it been as suc- 
cessful as that of 1802, when the bounties 
amounted to 40011. Os. 1d. then, after pay- 
ment of all charges, the surplus would have 
been 26251. 15s. 5d. A pension of 3001, 
has since, it is said, been imposed on this 
revenue, which would therefore reduce 
this year’sapparent surplus to 23251. 15s. 5d. 


—The policy of the mother-country, sir, 


the interests of the island itself, require 
that its staple, the fishery should receive 


every possible encouragement. With more 
yp 


hands, and more capital employed, it may 


yet be considerably extended. The boun- 


ties that may hereafter be claimed may call 
for the whole of the apparent surplus. I 
understand, indeed, that this event is by 


‘it appears that in 1802, upon nou-enume-/no means improbable. The continuance, 


rated goods, paying certain per-centages, va- 
trying from 15 to 2} percent. arose a reve- 
nue of 21981. 16s. 10d. From that same 
source, I am informed, his grace computes 
the propriety per-centage at 21991. In no 
case, 1 believe, but with regard tu corn as 
a matter of regulation, did this exceed 2! 
per cent. On goods now imported free of 
duty, or subject to a per-centage.—Now, 
Sir, premising that a large proportion of 
the island, probably a third, perhaps a half, 
is mountain ; assuming the number of pro- 
ductive acres at 160,000, and their ave- 
rage rent at ten shillings; in both instances 
1 doubt excecding the truth, the amount 
of rent will be 80,0001.—Next, sir, calcu- 
lating what would be the value of goods 
to be imported in one year to produce at 
21 percent. 21991. I find it to be 87,9601. 
So then beside the principal fund from 
which these customs arise, namely, duties 
on licensed goods, tiie great articles of im- 
‘portation, and which can be ascertained, 
it Is necessary for his grace’s case to assert, 
that the value of non-enumerated goods 
imported into this still slenderly-peopled 
island, and which cannot be exactly as- 
certained, probably exceeds by the sum of 
79001, its whole rental.—We see, then, 


‘ 


the extension, or the increase of these 
bounties, would find in the duke of Atholl, 
of necessity, a constant enemy. But, sir, 
on the other hand, his utmost care has been, 
and would contiaue to be, exerted to aug- 
ment the customs. ‘The accounts on your 
table prove the fluctuation of these customs: 
at present they are on the decline. The 
committee state, that the revenue of 1802 
produced more than 1801, but of 1803 
and 1804 they say nothing. Why? Be- 
cause the inferences to be drawn from those 
years, though more to the purpose, do not 
suit their views of the subject.—But, sir, 
each of these years, and every year, pre- 
sents a too favourable view of the insular 
finance. All the commodities there im- 
ported are not, I fear, there consumed. 
I wished to call before the committee these 
receivers-general, to obtain from them the 
proof, that no inconsiderable proportion 
of duties arises in the Isle of Man, on 
commodities paying low duties, afterward 
clandestinely re-shipped and smuggled back 
again.—Were the suggestion of the com- 
missioners of enquiry adopted, of trans- 
ferring to the board of customs the super- 
intendance of this revenue, their habits of 
attention, and their experience would soon 
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check these frauds—Ameng other evils 
resulting from its being placed in the hands 


_we now find it, in the committee’s report 


I observe the extraordinary admission that 
asum of upward of 20,000]. arising from 
these customs, is suffered to remain in ar- 
rear. Where are we to look for thissum? 
Are we to advertise for it? Why is it not paid 
into the exchequer? Has not parliament 
precisely directed it to be so paid? But 
we are, I am grieved to say it, so habitu- 
ated (o the violations of acts of parliament, 
that we discover another flagrant instance, 
without any emotions of surprise.—If this 
revenue were under the management of the 
customs, it is by no means probable its 
produce for so many years would be thus 
withheld; nor can I understand why this 
should be permitted.—The present claim, 
by one of its supporters, who appears to 
admit it to be unfounded in justice, is put 
on some vague grounds of generosity or 
liberality. Sir, 1 am not ashamed to say, 
that as a member of parliament, as one of 
the guardians of the public purse, I do not 
comprehend the term. ‘The liberality of 
an individual, out of that which is his own, 
I do understand, and know how to prize 
and honour. But how can I be liberal 
‘out of that which is not my own? How 
can the guardian display his fine feelings 
at the expense of his ward? ‘The member 
ot parliament, out of the pockets of his 
‘constituents ? But, sir, this act of liberality 
‘Is attempted to be exercised, not out of the 
pockets of our constituents, but out of 
‘the pockets of those who have no repre- 


“sentatives; who exclaim against it; who 


‘think it not liberality, but an act of 
profusion and injustice.—So far from giv- 
ing the present claimant further compen- 
sation, they say they are as well entitled 
to compensation as himself. They have 
had none, but would think it doubly hard 


_ to be exclusively subjected to this second 


and every further claim of compensation, 
the already compensated seller thinks fit 
to advance.—We ought not, sir, to drop 
out of our view ia what case the noble 
claimant himself is placed. You compen- 
sate a claim he alledges to be well founded 
outofan uncertain and fluctuating revenue: 
you put his interest in direct and constant 
opposition to the welfare of the island. It 
will be for ever the interest of him aad his 
descendants to extract-the utmost possible 
amount of duties, to depress as' low as pos- 
The boun- 
tjes to its fisheries, the charges of erecting 
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and improving public edifices, and every 
other public improvement, may be so much 
taken out cf his rent-charge. It has been, 
for instance, thought that some of the in, 
sular magistrates and officers receive inade. 
quate salaries. What hope can they have 


tended with increased expence will here. 
after be effected, if the surplus becomes 
the joint property of the crown, and an 
individual? Do you not continue this fa. 
‘mily, of necessity, either their own ene. 
mies, or the hereditary and constant op. 
ponents of the island, benefiting by its 
charges, losing by the sums expended for 
its advantage? Do you not make it their 
interest to be perpetually proposing new 


country, the situation may not be void of 
danger, It will be the interest of the fa 
mily to encourage, by every means, the 
largest possible importations ; but perfectly 
indifferent in point of interest it will be to 
them, whether these importations are con- 
sumed at home or elsewhere. Is this a 
situation in which a man ought to be 
placed?—But if it be determined, sir, to 
admit this claim, if it must be compensated 
out of the means of those on whom last 
of all this burthen should be imposed, in 
the name of God do it at once! Exercise 
your omnipotence. Take what you please: 
you may do itwithimpunity. But donot 
‘create, do not leave behind you a constant 
source of dissatisfaction. Do not erecta 
land-mark of discontent, by imposing per- 
petual burthens, which will at the same 
time perpetuate those feclings of indignay 
tion which the present measure has excit- 
ed. Consider how harsh it is to force these 
islanders to contribute for ever, to a cause 
which they disclaim and disown.—Look, 
sir, at the case as applied to ourselves, 
Never was there raised in any country so 
great a revenue, when compared with ils 
population. Noman can pretend but that 
it is severely felt, yet, sir, it is paid with 
cheerfulness. Were even greater burthens 
necessary, so long as the exigencies of the 
state require it, and we have the means, 
those burthens we shall manfully bear. 
And why? Because we have the conviction 
that they are paid for our own benefit ; that 
we are by that payment secured in the en- 
joyment of those advantages no other coun 
try possesses. Proudly conscious of the 
pre-eminent and inestimable blessings we 
enjoy, we are ready to contribute up-to 
any amount the public exigencies may r¢- 


of increase? In short, what measure at, 


taxes? Even with regard to the mother 
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quire. But I would ask the right hon. 
the chancellor of the exchequer, would 
these burthens be endured, if there were 
as general a conviction that they were ap- 
plied to purposes of individual advantage? 
“Again; would it be safe or prudent to im- 

se the charge of remunerating an indi- 
vidual for services, however brilliant, ov 
‘this or that town, or this or the other pa- 
rish? What must be the feelings of the 
district on whom he was thus quartered? 
But still more, if its inhabitants consider- 
ed the burthen imposed on them as arising 
from other motives than the merits of the 
favoured individual.—The strength of the 
Isle of Man is its weakness. Its reliance 
is on the generosity and magnanimity of 
parliament. If you do them this wrong, 
and the effect be but momentary, . in time 
they may forget it. ‘The remembrance of 
past kindness, the hope of your returning 
Javour, will afford sources of consolation: 
but do not, let me adjure you, do not in- 
fict a wouud that is to rankle and fester 
for ever.—No yrant exactly of the nature 
now proposed has ever, I believe, been 
made. However objectionable some of 
those the most nearly approaching it may 
have been, they are lost because coming 
out of the general mass. Why desert this 
policy? Why impose on one speck in the 
empire a burthen intended for the benefit 
of individuals?—On the whole, I would 
observe, that the allegations in this petition 
are unproved and unfounded; that the 
feudal proprietors did not possess an arbi- 
trary: power of imposing taxes ; that neither 
Henry [V. nor James I. in fact, granted, 


or could grant it; that if it had been at- 


tempted to be granted, that it would have 
been an abuse of power in the grantor ; 
void and illegal in itself; that the duties of 
1577 might be legal ; but those of 1692 are 
clearly against law, and fraudulent, till 
confirmed by the insular legislature ; that 
even at this day the revenue transferred by 
the proprietors to the crown, certainly 
could not on its gross produce have aver- 
aged 12001. a year; and probably would 
not have covered the expences which were 
incumbent on it; that the present improve- 
ments of the island, from which even that 
revenue would be extracted, are the re- 
‘sult of boons grauted by the British par- 
liament ; that the right of legislation con- 
stantly exercised by parliament over the 
islanders, is founded on-the best legal au- 
thorities: that the. revenue, parliament 


the islanders pay cheerfully ; but 
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had they resisted its first imposition, what 
hope could they have entertained of success? 
Abandoned by their natural protector ; 
without a friend! with the just odium upoa 
them attaching to this nefarious traffic, 
that resistance must have been fruitless. — 
The surplus of their revenue they perceive 
set apart by parliament, undoubtedly for 
theiruse. Other proofs of the moderation 
of parliament toward them they acknow- 
ledge, and of the exercise of this branch 
of its power they do not complain.—As to 
compensation to the noble claimant, this 
has already been given most amply, as far 
as money can be its measure. ‘The last 
proprietor of this regality, weighing the 
solid advantages to his rent-roll, by part- 
ing with the island, against the gratifica- 
tion to be derived from its possession, pre 
ferred, and I think wisely, that which was 
beneficial to his family, to the pride of 
grasping in his hand a barren sceptre. But 
if the thing must be done, let it be done: 
in the way least offensive to the feelings of 
the payers. I trust, however, it will not 
be done. On the partof the people of the 
isle of Man, I protest against its injustice. 
As a member of parliament, I protest a- 
gainst such a waste of the public money. 
Never was there a period when it behoved 
us more narrowly to watch its expenditure. 
On these grounds I move, “ that the fur- 
ther consideration of this report be put 
otf to this day three months.” 

Sir W. Burroughs replied to the argu- 
ments of the hon. gentleman, and sup- 
ported the claim of the duke of Atholl for 
an additional compensation. He attempted 
to prove by areference tolord Coke, that the 
lord of the Isle of Man was formerly an in- 
dependent monarch, and that. the house of 
Keys was not a legislative but only a judi 
cial body. The members of that house 
could not be termed representatives of 
the people, for they were self-elected. 
The lords of the treasury in 1765 had 
been authorized to treat with the r 
sentatives of the lords of the island, with- 
Out any supposition that any other parties 
were entitled. The Duke of Atholl .re- 
fused to alienate his rights. It was pot | 
till the government of this country shewed 
a disposition to abridge those rights that 
the alienation was agreed to. The com- 
mercial pretensions of this country to 
legislate for Ireland and America were 
abandoned ; there was no better right to 
legislate for Man, except as .the:holders 
of the rights of the lords. The.customs 
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revenue since 1798 had increased from 
6,0001. to 16,6001. a year, and the com- 
pensation which was to be regulated by the 
result of the experiment was claimed ac- 
cordingly, The sum of 70,0001..with the 

ension was an inadequate compensation. 

e adverted to the purchase of the heri- 
table jurisdictions of Scotland, which were 
very highly paid for, from the conside- 
ration of the honours surrendered. He 
trusted the minority of the present duke, 
when the arrangement was made, would 
give force to these arguments, and dispose 
the house to consider the claims now 
made as valid. 

Mr. Bond said, when he opposed the 
present reception of this report, he did it 
on the principles laid down by lord Coke, 
sir Wm. Blackstone, and by the attorney 
and solicitor general, who had all con- 
curred in the opinion, that the authority 
of parliament was paramount, and that it 
had an unquestionable right to legislate 
for the Isle of Man. Whatever ingenious 
reasoning might have been employed by 
the hon. and learned baronet, there were 


_ no facts to shew that the duke of Atholl 


was independent of this control. The 
‘ commissioners appointed to enquire into 
this business said, that if the custom duties 
-were increased, it must have been with 
the consent of the Claves Insule, who 
would require a return for such a con- 
cession. How, then, could the duke ob- 
tain an increase of revenue from this source 
to the extent that had been pretended? 
The only question of importance was, if 
the compensation already made to the 
house of Atholl was grossly inadequate: if 
jt were not, there could be-no sufficient 
reason for opening what had so long been 
closed. The increase of profit, from the 
advance of population, and the improve- 
. ment of the state of society, could not be 
any fit ground for such a proceeding. He 
was in the privy council when this subject 


- was before it, it was not, therefore, wholly 


new to him. The matter was at that time 
referred to the law ofticers of the crown, 
and their report was received with the 
respect it deserved. To this report the 
noble duke was permitted to reply, by the 
exercise of unusual indulgence, in the form 
of a memorial; and before the decision of 
the council was laid before his majesty, his 
grace applied to submit some new facts, 
to which also the privy council conde- 
scended, with the express injunction, that 
--these new facts should not only be new 
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no longer a member, the privy council 


ration was inadequate, but he knew no. 
thing of what led to this change of senti- 
ment, and had in no respect altered hig 
opinion on the subject. If it were not 
competent, the onus probandi was with the 
duke, and that burthen he had not thought 
proper to sustain, ‘The memorial stated 
that the revenues of 1802 were much 
greater than those of 1765; but should the 
compensation be governed by the present 
‘state of the income, and not by the pro- 
duce at the time the contract was made? 
This was an application, it should be re- 
membered, not to the liberality, but to the 
justice of the house ; and on no principle 
of justice could it be supported. : 

Lord Glenberote asked, if the opinions of 
the attorney and solicitor general were to 
be considered as law; or that they were 
supposed to be binding on any member of 
that house ; lord Cuke’s opinion was erro- 
neous with respect to the right of England 
to legislate for Ireland at that time, as had 
been declared afterwards in effect by the 
ac€ of 1782. His opinion relative to the 
Isle of Man was equally unfounded. Yet 
the attorney and solicitor general had only 
pronounced a negative opinion on the case; 
they had never come to any positive de- 
cision. For his part he thought that, from 
a consideration of all the circumstances of 
the case, if he was on a jury upon the 
merits of the case, he should be bound to 
say, that at least it was entitled to re-con- 
sideration. 

Karl Temple observed, that the business 
had the appearance of a job; and, of all 
times that could possibly be pitched upon, 
the present was the most unpropitious toa 
measure of that sort. Seeing the very 
heavy burthens to which the people of 
England cheerfully submitted for the ne- 
cessary expences of the state, he would not 
think of voting away their money to any 


individual, however highly respectable, 


merely because the revenues of the Isle of 
Man had increased since the bargain was 
made. If the first contract was a closé 
bargain, as had been urged, he conceived 
that a much greater compliment could not 


Grenville), who was then the minister, and 
had been so provident of the public money, 
For these reasons he felt himself bound to 
support the amendment. ~ 


1 


but important. When he (Mr. Bond) was | 


came to a resolution, that the remune. | 


be paid to his revered relative (Mr, George - 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer supy 
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rted the original motion, - He considered 
the compensation in a two-fold aspect, as 


. gcompensation for dignity, and as a com- 


nsation for revenue, The original sum 

of 70,0001. might be considered as nearly 
exhausted by the compensation for dignity, 
Jeaving but asmall surplus for revenue. 
He urged the claims of the duke also on 
account of the increase of revenue since 
that period. 
Mr. Windham considered the business as 
what was vulgarly called a “job”. He 
thought that a case had never occurred, 
which involved so unwarrantable and 
shumeful an abuse of the public money. 

Lord De Blaquiere aud Mr. Rose sup- 

rted the petition, and spoke at great 
Feogth in favour of the original motion. 

Mr. Bankes, Mr. Wilderforce, and Mr. 
Grey, argued against the motion. 

Mr. Sheridan said, he would detain the 
house only with a very few words, and the 
rather he should be disposed to confine his 
remarks, because, excepting from his right 
hon. friend below him (Mr. Windham), he 
had heard very little that was applicable to 
the question. The committee in which 
these claims were considered, bad been 
treated as indecorous, irregular, and even 
clamorous. It had the general defects of 
all open committees, and this was all that 
could be stated justly against it. The 
whole of the present debate was out of 
time; the gentlemen who had discussed 


the subject ought to have atiended in the 


committee of which they complain, and to 
have assigned their reasons for the conduct 
they would now pursue. The question 
now before the house was, whether the 
report of the committee should be taken 
into consideration ; and it was absurd, on 
such an enquiry, to examine into the 
general merits. ‘The whole affair had been 
charged as a ministerial job. He should 
not easily be suspected of conducing to 
any project of this kind, and the doubt 
was not what the duke of Atholl should 
receive in remuneration, but whether the 
house of commons should preserve that 
dignity and justice in its proceedings, by 
which it should be ever characterised. 
Much of the argument had been applied 


to the sovereign rights of the house of 
Atholl. 
glad to have seen the right hon, the attor- 
Rey-general in his place, to have denied the 
existence of such rights, and as he did not 
- appear in his place to support his former 


He should have been extremely 


opinion, he might at least be permitted to 


conjecture, that the right hon. and learned 
gentleman had abandoned his former 
sentiments. He reluctlautly opposed the 
friends with whom he was accustomed to 
concur, but he felt it his duty to vote for 
receiving the report. 

Mr. Grey spoke at length. against the 
claim, and made several observations on 
the arguments advanced.—The house then 
divided; when there appeared for the 
original motion 114; against it 48; ma- 
jority 66. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer then pro- 
posed that the committee be appointed 
for Wednesday next, as the first open day, 
which was opposed by Mr. Curwen and 
Mr, Peter Moore, who moved an amend. 
ment, to insert the words on Monday 
se’nnight. The house then divided, 
Against the amendment 40; for it 14; 
majority for the committee on Wednesday 
26. The other orders of the day were 
then disposed of, and the house adjourned 
at half past three o’clock to Monday. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, June 10. 

_[Minures.] A message was received 
from the commons, importing that the 
house had granted permission to sir John 
and to sir James Stewart, baronets, to at- 
tend their lordships’ committee, if the said 
members thought fit.—A second message 
was received from the commons, presented 
by sir John Stewart, including an exposi- 
tion of the grounds on which the commit- 
tee of that house (to whom the considera- 
tion of the affair of sir Hl. Popham was re- 
ferred) required the attendance of the ear] 
of St. Vincent to be examined before them, 
—Lord Sidmouth shortly addressed their 
lordships, relative to the last message 
from the commons, to the purport, as we 
could collect, that he was authorised by 
his noble friend, the earl of St. Vincent, 
to declare that he was ready and willing to 
attend the committee of the commons 
should their lordships please to permit 
him.—Lord Walsingham acquainted the 
house, that a noble marquis (of Abercorn), 
then absent, intended to submit a motion 
to their lordships to-morrow, respecting 
the sitting of the committee of the whole 
house on the case of Mr, justice Fox.— 
The bills upon the table were forwarded in 
their several stages. 

([Lancasuire Justices’ Satary 
The Earl of Buckinghamshire moved the 
first reading of the bill for authorising the 


| 
| i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
{ 
q 
: 


#39] PARL. DEBATES, 10, 


payment of a salary to the ¢hairmam of the 
quarter sessions of the county of Lancaster, 
on which 
_ The Earl of Radnor rosé, and expressed 
his decided disapprobation of the mea- 
sure. He observed, that the office to 
which the bill applied was one of antient 
institution, greatly conducive to the public 
welfare ; and the more so, as it was always 
performed gratuitously. He was willing 
to admit that some strong and plausible ar- 
guments would apply in the present case. 
Let their lordships consider the duties 
_ which were imposed on jurymien, to be 
gratuitously performed, and who were li- 
able to be fined if they did not attend ; in 
that respect, what difference should there 
be between the county of Lancaster and 
other counties? that part of the country 
was very populous, but was highly pro- 
sperous ; why should it possess the advan- 
tages of prosperity, without at the same 
time suffering some of the disadvantages 
which resulted from it? Were the bill in 


question passed, there would be applica- 
tions of a similar kind from other quarters. 
He had several other objections, but he 
now objected to the principle of the bill; 
and, under his impression of it, would 
move to amend the noble ear!’s motion, 
by substituting for the word “ now,” “ this 


day three months.” 

The Earl of Buckinghamshire said, he 
was aware of several objections which 
might be made to the bill; but the truth 
was, that all those whom he had consulted 
on the occasion, were impressed with the 
necessity of the measure, and were of 
Opinion, that it was impossible to carry on 
the business to which the bill referred, 
without a provision of the kind; so much 

‘so, that he thought he only discharged 
his duty to the public in supporting it; the 
part of the county of Lancaster to be 
affected by the bill contained an immense 
population, a great part of whom were 
manufacturers. For the three last years, 
the office in question was executed by a 
person who resided thirty miles from the 
place; the measure under consideration 
was necessary in the opinion of many con- 
versant with the business of the courts of 
justice. His lordship went into a state- 
ment of the number of cases tried in the 
year 1800, and the four following years, 
and adverted to the serious inconveniences 

- which must ensue, were thesé, of the 

greater part of them, left to be tried at the 


assizes. The salary was to be given only 
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‘in the évéent of a person duly qualified for 
the office not being found willing to act 
without it. Inshort, fromthe opinions of 
all those he had consulted, and from those 
most conversant with these thiugs in that 
part of the country, he was convinced it 
was an innovation rendered necessary by 


the peculiar circumstances of the-case, 


The Earl of Bridgewater made a few ob- 
servations in favour of the measure, and, 
after a few words in explanation from 
the earl of Radnor, the question was put, 
and the amendment of the latter negatived; 
after which the bill was read a first time, 

{St. Pancras Poor Bitt.] ‘the 
Bishop of St. Asaph rose to make his 
promised motion relative to this bill. He 
observed, the small mistake which gave 
rise to a precipitate reading of the billa 
second time on that day fortnight, had 
prevented those lords who disapproved 
the measure from delivering their senti- 
ments, or those who petitioned against it 
from being beard by their counsel at the 
bar. For kis own part, he greatly disap- 
proved of the bill; so much so, that he 
should presently move that the order for a 
committee sitting on the bill to-morrow be 
discharged, in order to follow it up, should 
he succeed in it, with another motion for 
committing the bill on that day three 
months. ‘This he was induced to do, from 
his objections to the principle of the bill; 
which, in fact, was totally to repeal the act 
passed towards the end of last session; an 
act, which had much time and labour bes 
stowed on it by several of their lordships, 
in a committee, and in which it was consi- 
derably amended and improved ; this, the 
petitioners for the present bill, said, they 
found from experience ; from the experience 
of not more than half a year, to be insaf- 
ficient to its purposes, and they now desired 
its total repeal as the best means to carry 
its provisions into effect! Who were the 
persons to be called upon for this? Not the 
parish of St. Pancras. They were a select 
body or number of men, who styled them- 
selves the guardians or directors of the 
poor. The object was to take the adminis- 
tration of such affairs from the vestry at 
large, the churchwardens, &c. and to vest 
it in the said select body. The right rev. 
prelate then went into the history of the 
original bill which came before their lord- 
ships towards the latter end of the session 
of 1803, atid described the powers which 
the promoters of the bill required should 
be vested i them. They were to be sel: 
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deeted; they were to assess the rates; all 


they were to produce no vouchers; they 
were to be their own auditors, &e. All 
these’ improper provisions’ weré aménded 
by their lordships. The result was, that 
the bill, on account of the late period of 
the’session, was lost for that yéar. The bill 
of last year, arneliorated and improved, as 
he had’ alluded to, followed ; and this bill, 
the parties in question say, is insufficient to 
its purposes, because it did not give them 
power enough. The present bill went to 
do’away all the ainendments made by their 
lordships'to the last act; in fact, it repeal- 
ed'the original bill, of which, without mean- 
ing to’ offend’ the aristocracy of the parish 
of St. Pancras, he must express his disap- 
probation. It reminded him of a bill, not 
long sirice, and very properly, thrown out 
by their lordships; the professed object of 


- which was, the improvement of the art and 


of chimney sweeping—f{a laugh]. 
The object of that measure was, to place 


more power in the hands of a select body 
of opulent chimney sweepers. Were the 
bill under consideration suffered to go to a 
committee, the long and tedious discussions 
and hearing of counsel, who would have to 
argue that black was white and white was 
black, would be endless ; for the worse the 
cause was, the more subtle should the dis- 
tinctions necessarily be—[a laugh]. In con- 
cluding, his lordship adverted to the late 
period of the session, and expressed himself 
decidedly against the farther progress of 
the bill, and moved, “ that the order for 
the committee to sit on the bill to-morrow, 
be discharged.” 

The Earl of Suffolk approved of what had 
fallen from the right rev. prelate, and added, 
that the bill in question proposed to relieve 
the poor, upon a principle, that those of 
the parish of Mary-la-Boune were better 
regulated; a position which he must deny ; 
for, in Mary-la-Bonne parish, there were 
upwards of 40,000]. raised, for the main- 
tenanee of 1,013 poor persons; whereas, in 
the parish of St. Pancras, only 10,5001. 
were raised for the support of about half 
the number; there were some other de- 
tailed considerations, he observed, t~ be 
collected from the report of the other house 
of patliament; which would lead’ him to 
decide against the present bill. 

The Lord Chancellor, after shortly re+ 
ferting to what had been said by the’ right 
rev. prelate, relative’ to the proceedings on 
the former bills; and jocularly alluding to 

Vor V, 
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what-was' said on the Héaring of counsel, 


‘thewacancies were'to be filled up by them; fdeprecated all hasty decisions om bills’ of 


such a nature as the present. He adverted 

‘to the’ scenes of confusion’ and aniniosity,. 
anid the numerous litigations which result- 
.ed from certain popular parochial élections, 
‘more éspécially in large parishes. He ar- 
gued in favour of the bill’s going to a com- 
mittée, and adverted to certain legal dif- 
ficulties, which had arisen with respect to 
the operaticn of the existing act. After 
some further observations from the noble 
and learned lord, as to the merits of the 
particular question before them, the house 
divided on the motion of the bishop of St. 
Asaph; when there appeared, for that pro- 
ceeding 7 ; against it 31; majority for th 

bill 24. 

([Conpuct or JubGe Fox.] <Acopy of 
the evidence taken before the close com- 
mittee of their lordships, to whom it was. 
referred to investigate the truth of the 
matters alledged in chargé against Mr. 
justice Fox, being laid on the table; 

Lord Minto moved, “‘ that the same be 
printed for the use of the members of the 
house.” 

The Lord Chancellor, after adverting to 
what had been thrown out by a noble and 
learned lord the other night on the subject, 
observed, he had anxiously enquired with 
respect to the proceedings tlien alluded to, 
and found, that the house had been, iti thesé 
instances, so cautious, that some dégrée of 
restriction prevailed with regard to the’ iii- 
spection of these documents, even by peers 
themselves; and, the order, in which theit 
lordships then expressed the parliameutary 
usage of the house, stated, that the evidencé 
(in the case of Mr. Hastings), printed from 
day to day, was forthe use of members of the 
house on/y. With this precedent, and under 
his own convictions upon the casé, he 
would beg leave to amend the noble baron’s 
motion, by the addition of the word “‘ only ;” 
so that it would appear on the journals, 
that those with whom perhaps it most par- 
ticularly lay, had not forgotten to do what 
they thought their duty. 

Tord pre stated, that his idéa 
was that the same degree of publicity ought 
to be given to’ the evidence take before 
the committee, as to‘ that given at the bar 
of the house, He-wished for no more, nor 
could ‘he take léss. 

The Lord’ Chancellor agreed so far with 
the noble secretary of state; but repeated 
his opinion of the impropriety, injustice; 


R 


and probable mischievous* colisequeétices of 


J 

| 


suffering general publications of unfinished 
trials to go forth, 
_ Lord Minto observed, that his sole ob- 
ject was the attainment of substantial jus- 
tice ; he had no objection to the noble and 
learned lord’s amendment, but alluded to 
the difference between the case of Mr. 
Hastings and the present, where the party 
had no possible means of learning .what 
transpired in evidence on the former occa- 
sion, except through. a proceeding of this 
kind.—The question was then put, and the 
motion, as amended by the lord chan- 
cellor, was agreed to, 
[Strrenpiary Curartes’ The 

order of the day for summoning their lord- 
ships, upon the Stipendiary Curates’ bill 
being read, ‘ 

_ The Bishop of Lendon rose to move the 
second reading of this bill. He describ- 
ed the leading provisions of the mea- 
sure, contended for the necessity of a 
regulation of the kind, and expatiated on 
the beneficial efiects which would result 
from it. He described with great ieeling 
and.effect the miserable and degraded si- 
tuation in which numbers of the curates of 
the Church of England are now placed, 
languishing in poverty and obscurity on 
their present paltry and inadequate sti- 
pends. He contended that the bill could 
not involve an inyasicn of private property, 
‘as that species to which it referred was not 
-as a freehold property, but including seri- 
ous and important duties which the incum- 
bent was bound. to perform, or to provide 
a substitute at an adequate salary; and he 
argued that no well-founded objections could 
apply as to the discretionary powers of the 
bishops. _ Ife insisted ou the propriety and 
justice of allowing the curate who periorm- 


ed the duties, a stipend proportionate to 


the amount of the living; and concluded 
by recommending, in pathetic terms, the 


. cause of the unfortunate curates to the pe- 


culiar care and protection of a British house 
of peers! The rev. prelate theu moved, that 
the bill be now read a second time. 

The Earl of Suffolk took the opportunity 
to state, that, according to information op 
which he could rely, the small addition 
Jately granted to the salaries had not bond 
Jide been paid to them; even the full amount 
ofthe poor75].ayear. He related an anec- 
dote of a lady, who some years since be- 
queptbed an addition of 20]. per annum to 
the 50]. which tlie curate of a certain pa- 
rish was paid; but, iustead of paying the 
poor man this annuity in addition, the in- 
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cumbent docked his salary of an equal 
ramount; he hoped no such practices would 
prevail in the cases under consideration; 
there should be some degree of publicity 
in transactions of the kind, and the value 
of livings, &c. should be reported to some 
official quarter, He was-glad to under- 
stand, something of that kind was provided 
for in the bill. - But, he observed, the situ- 
ation of the curates alone should not be 
attended to; numbers of the poorer order 
of beneticed clergy were equally objects of 
consideration ; and, of which his lordship 


witness to in the North of Engiand. . 

The Lord Chancellor, after declaring him 
self a warm advocate for the object of the 
bill, entered into a detailed consideration 
of several of its provisious, which he agreed 
were matters for serious consideration ina 
committee: he hoped, considering the late 
period of the session, no delay would take 
place. Some of the provisions of the bill 
were new to him; and due regard, he ob- 
served, should be had to the extent of the 
cure. Adverting to an observation which 
fell from the noble earl who spoke last, he 
said he should not turn advertiser for the 
complaints of curates. 

The Ezrl of Suffolk, in explanation, said, 
he was indebted for much of the important 
information he had received on the sub- 
ject, to what he had said in that way ong 
former occasion. He received more than 
100 letters, most of them with names to 
them, though the general request of the 


mentioned, 

The Earl of Bridgewater made a few 
observations in favour of the bill; but 
thought it contained some provisions which 
were fit matter for future consideration and 
amendment. _ 

The Marquis of Buckingham had_ the 
principle and objects of the bill warmly at 
heart. It was essential to follow up the 
imperfect measure of last year, and he had 
no fears as to the bisbops’ abusing the dis- 
cretionary powers vested in them. There 
were, he agreed with some noble lords, 
certain parts of the bill worthy of serious 
future consideration, and susceptible of 
amendment; yet he seemed to say, the ob- 
ject of the bill was so desirable, it would 
be better it should pass with all its imper- 
fections on its head, than to be totally lost. 
» The Bishop of St. Asaph enterted into 
some detailed considerations as to the me- 
rits of the measure, and advyerted to some 


related a striking instance, which he was q 


writers was that their names should not be 
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tant, if not more so, than that of the curate. 


‘these, hehoped, might be got rid of. 


the securing the residence of a clergyman 


debts in the city of Bath; which was read 


‘sous to whom the said treasury warrants 


‘sons in whose hands the said balances re- 
‘mained. The hon. member also moved 
for an account of the names of those per- 
‘sons in whose names navy, victualling, and 


1794, 1795, and 1796, for sums exceeding 


‘and ordered to lie on the table —The Ex- 
‘piring Laws bill, the Loyalty Loan bill, the 
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serious instances, in which the residence of 
the incumbent was thought fully as impor- 


Much as he had the object of the bill at 
heart, he could not go the length of the 
neble marquis in saying that he wished the 
bill to pass with all its imperfections; but 


Lord Auckland spoke geverally in favour 
of the bill; the principal object of which, 


in every parish, he had greatly at heart. 
Earl Fitzwilliam, though friendly to the 
principle and object of the bill, adverted to 
some parts of it, which he seemed to think 
very objectionable, and which should be 
matter for serious future consideration. 

The Bishop of London shortly explained ; 
after which the question was put, and the 
bill read a second time ; and, after a short 
‘explanatory conversaiion between the right 
‘rev. prelate, the lord chancellor, and lord 
Walsingham, was committed for Thursday. 
—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, June 10. 


[Minvures.] Lord J. Thynne brought 
jn a bill for the better recovery of small 


a first time.—Mr. Whitbread moved for an 
account of the date of the warrants,of the 
treasury which were laid before his majesty 
‘on the 29th of May, 1800, respecting the 
deficiencies in the account of the iate Adam 
Jellicoe, esq. as also the names of the per- 


‘were issued, Ordered.—Mr. Whitbread 
also moved for an account of the balances 
in the hands of the receivers-general of the, 
Excise upon each quarter, from the 5th of 
January, 1793, to the 5th of January in the 
present year; also the names of the per- 


transport bills had been funded in the years 


the value of 20,000]. Those several ac- 
counts were then ordered.—A person from 
the bank, pursuant to the order of the 
house, presented: an’ account of the un- 
claimed dividends; which was received, 


Irish Militia Pay and Clothing bill, the 
Lottery bill, and the bill for regulating the 
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Fees of Offices in Ireland, were severally 
read a second time, and ordered to be com- 
mitted for to-morrow.—Lord A. Hamilton 
moved for; and obtained leave to bring in, a 
bill for the purpose of altering aud amend- 
ing the corn laws which were past in the 
cuurse of last session. He considered the 
uvetage prices therein: stated to be much 
too high, and particularly such us related to 
Scotland,—An account was ordered of the 
quantity of Herrings cured in the Isle of 
Man, and sent from thence’ into this coun- 
try for exportation from the year 1790 to 
the last year—Upon the report of the 
committee to whom the petition of the 
London Docks Company was referred, 
leave was given to bring in a bill for grant- 
ing the sum of 60,0001. to the said company 
for the completion of the said docks.— 
Colonel Craufurd moved for a weekly re- 
turn of the men raised under the additional 
force act, from the 5th of April last, to the 
latest period, Ordered.—Mr. J. Fitzgerald 
moved for an account of the Irish Debt 
redeemed in England, to the 5th of Febru- 
ary last. Ordered,—Sir W, Young moved, 
that the order of the day for the second 
reading of the Woollen Manufacturers’ bill, 
shauld be postponed till Thursday next. 
Admiral Berkeley gave notice that he should 
on the same day move for continuing the 
bill for the suspension of penalties which 
passed in the last session. Mr. Peter 
Moore stated, that this business had been 
three years under the consideration of the 
house, that it was a subject of the utmost 
importance, as it affected the livelihood of 
above 100,000 industrious men, who had 
served a 7-years apprenticeship, and whose 
exertion had in the mean time raised a 
.contribution of above 20 millions sterling 
from the continent of Europe. They would 
lose the entire value of ‘their long service, 
if persons were to be allowed to work who 
had not served a similar apprenticeship. 
After some farther conversation between 
sir Wm. Young, admiral Berkeley, and Mr. 
Moore, admiral Berkeley moved for, and 
obtained leave to bring in, a bill of the na- 
ture he had stated. 

[Duke of Crarm.] Mr. 
Creevey rose to remind the house, that he 
had, some time since, moved for an ac- 
.count of the balance in the hands of the col- 
lector of customs in the Isle of Man, and 
the reasons why the said balances were 
not paid into the treasury,-as by law re. 
quired, An order was then made, frome 
return to which it appeared that a balance 
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hhad been accumulating in the hands of, 
~the.collector for three or four years past,’ 
the amount of which, on the 7th of Feb. 
last, was near 20,000]. and the reason: 
pleaded for not paying it in was a letter 
from the secretary of the treasury, direct-, 
ing the collector to hold over the balance. 
He therefore signified his intention to move 
' for a copy of that order, with the name of 
the secretary who signed it. 
Mr. Hiley Addington immediately rose, 
and said, he was glad that he bappened acci- 
dentally to be in the house when the hon. 
gent. signified his wish; and as the order al- 
uded to. had been issued while he was secreta- 
ry to the treasury, he would, to the best of 
his present recollection, explain the circum- 
stance. In the autumn of 1801, shortly after 
the previous change of administration, the 
noble duke (of Atholl) presented a memorial 
to the lords of the treasury, upon the 
ground of his claims on the Isle of Man, 
which memorial bad been referred to the 
law officers of the crown; shortly after- 
wards the noble duke had called upon him, 
to request that the business of his memorial 
might be expedited, as much as possible, 
through the hands of those officers; and at 
the same time made a request, that an 
order might be sent to the collector of 
customs in the Isle of Man, to hold over the 
balances then in his hands, and which then 
amounted to no more than 40001. In com- 
pliance with the request of the noble duke, 
and not apprehending any interference with 
the letter of an act of parliament, which 
directed the collectors to pay their balan- 
ces, from time to time, into the treasury, 
he did write a letter to the collector to re- 
tain in his hands the balance he then had, 
until further orders. He hoped the house 
would acquit him of having written that 
letter with any wrong intention. It often 
happened, of necessity, that the secretary 


* of the treasury did issue letters on several 


occasions, without waiting a regular order 
for that purpose, but he never could have 
supposed that the collector would use that 
Jetter as an authority for retaining in his 
hands the successive balances of four years, 
otherwise he would certainly have repre- 
sented the matter to the lords. of the trea- 
sury, who woujd doubtless have recalled 

Mr. ‘Curwen said, it- would be directly 


- eontrary to all-he had known of the right 


hon. gentleman, to suppose for one mo- 
ent, that he could be voluntarily privy to 
apy sinister transaction. The circum- 


i 


stance, however, was another strong proof 
of the necessity of enquiry into the afiairs 
of that island with the utmost minutenegs, 
He concluded by moving, “ that the com- 
mittee on the duke of Atholl’s petition be 
revived, and that the said collector be or. 
dered to attend the same.” Orderedoew 
Adjourned, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, June 11. 
{Minxurtrs.] Their lordships, pursuant 
to the order of the day, resolved into a 
committee of privileges; and lord Walsing- 
ham having taken the chair, Mr, Plomer 
was heard as counsel, at some length, in 
support of the claim of the duke of Rutland, 
to the Roos barony, After which, the 
committee deferred the farther consideray 
tion of the case till Friday.—The various 
bills upon the table were forwarded in their 
respective stages ; among these, the Army 
Pay-Office Regulation bill, the West-India 
Free Ports, the Post Horse Duty Farming 
bill, and the Public Accountants’ Audit 
bills, severally passed committees of the 
whole house, without amendment, and were 
afterwards reported.—Lingham’s Divorce 
bill also passed through a committee ; but 
receiving an amendment on the motion of 
lord Auckland, the report was ordered to 
be made to-morrow.--Lord Walsingham, 
(in the absence of the marquis of Abercorn,) 
moved that the committee of the whole 
house do proceed farther to-morrow in the 
consideration of the case of Mr. justice 
Fox ; and that the counsel be called in.at 
half past two o'clock, and their lordships 
summoned on the occasion, which was or- 
dered accordingly. —Adjourned. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
_ Yuesday, June 11. 
[Minurzs.] Sir W.Curtisbrought inthe 
Port of London Improvement bill, which was 
read a first, and ordered to be read a second 
time to-morrow.—The Spanish Red Wine 
Duty bill was read a third time and passed, 
—A person from the Bank of England pre. 
sented, as moved yesterday by Mr. Whit- 
bread, a return of the navy money issued 
from the Bank, with a list of the names in 
which the same were drawn, together with 
the amount of the respective sums. Or- 
dered to lie on the table.—The Loyalty 
Loan, the Subaltern Officers, the Militia 
Adjutants and Serjeants Major, the Lot 
tery, the Assessed Taxes Commissioners, 


and the Irish Militia bills, went through 
5: 
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Hitherto evary attempt 1 have made to be 


the committee stages, and were ordered to 
pe reported to-morrow.—The Dublin Police: 
pill.went through a committee. Ordered 
tp be reported,on this day three weeks, and’ 
to be printed.—Mr. Moore presented a’ 

ition from :the city-of Coventry, congra-' 


~ qulating the house on their proceedings. 


respecting the Tenth Report of the Naval. 
Commissioners ; see vol. iv. p. 846. Or- 
dered to lie on the table.— Mr. Rose’ 
brought in a bill for the better employment 
of Seamen .engaged in the Coast Trade,' 
which was read.a first, and ordered to be} 
read a second time on ‘Fhursday next.— 
The Southern Whale Fishery bill was read’ 
a third time. 
oF Lornp 
Previously to the moving the order of ‘the, 
day on Mr. Whitbread’s motion for the im~ 
hment of the right honourable: lord’ 
viscount Melville, 
The Speaker rose, and addressed the 
house in the following wofds: I hold, in 
my hand a letter which I am desired to 
communicate to the house. It is signed: 
« Melville,” and dated Wimbledon, June 
11. The contents of this letter are these: 


_ “sir; having observed, in the votes of the 


“ house of commons, that a committee has 
“been appointed to consider of the tenth 
“report of the commissioners of naval 
“ enquiry; and having obtained a copy of 
“a report which that coinmittee has sub- 
“ mitted to the house of commons, I 
“take the liberty of requesting that the 
* house will allow me to be admitted, and 
“ heard on the subject of those reports. I 
“have the honour to be, sir, with great 
“respect your most obedient and jaithiul 
“ servant, Melville.” 

Mr. Robert Dundas (son of lord Mel- 
wille) then observed, that in consequence of 
the notice which he had formerly given, he 


‘ would move that lord viscount Melville be 


admitted into the house to be heard iv his 
own defence according to his request.— 
‘Ehe question was put and carried in the 
afirmative without a dissenting voice, _ 
The Speakcr ordered the serjeant at arms 
to attend with the mace at.the door, and to 
inform lord Melyilie that he might.come in. 
His lordship, who was in waiting, imme- 
diately.entered, and advanced within the 
har, where there was a chair placed for his 
weception. The speaker said—“ there is a 
Shair for your lordship to repose on.”— 
After sitting down for a few moments, 
Lord Melville rose and spoke as follows :— 
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beard in explanation or vindication of my 
own conduct and character, brought in 


question by-the tenth report of the come . 


anissioners. of naval ,enquiry, -has been.in 
vain; and, therefore, it.is my earliest duty 
to make my acknowledgments to this house, 
for that privilege having been at last con. 
ceded to me. ‘Under these circumstances, 
it might be unbecoming in me, in this 
place, to call in question the justice.of any 
of your proceedings which -have® aiveady 
taken place. If, therefore, -before making 
any observations on the repert now pro- 
duced by your own comnittee, 1 offer some 
preliminary considerations, it is only from 
an anxious hope of being able to satisfy 
-you, that whatever considerations may have 


guided of house in their 


past proceedings, it is essential to the ends 
of justice, that before deciding og this re- 


| port, now.in my hands, yeu should give.a 


patient and dispassionate hearing to the 
considerations I ,wish to offer.—I shall, 
therefore, hegin by shortly stating. the dif- 
ferent -modes in.which I have attempted to 
obtain this indulgence. I-was examined by 
the commissioners, of naval enquiry; with- 
out the knowledge of the objects of investi- 
gation, and while they were in possession of 
the whole of Mr. Trotter’s accounts with 
Messrs. Coutts and Co. It is on the items 
scattered throughout the. pages of those ac- 
counts, that their observations on my.cou- 
duct are made, and from which their.conclu- 
sions are chiefly drawn ; but, when 1 was be- 
fore them, notoneitem of those accounts was 
shewn to me, or explanation asked concern- 
ing any one of them, In fact, the first 
time J ever saw them, or knew that such 


accoynts existed, was when I read them in. 


the tenth report.—I am bound to suppose 
the commissioners conceived a reserve of 
this nature to be necessary to the objects 
they had prescribed to themselves in pur- 
suing the enquiry entrusted to them. I 
shall not, at present, stop to examine into 
the justice of that mode of proceeding. ‘I 


Lmean barely to notiee the fact, in illustra- 


tion of the.assertion I have made; that this 
is the first moment I have been permitted, 
in any shape, to offer any explanation on 
the subject of those resolutions which have 
been enrolled on the journals of this house, 
and from thence have found their way to 
the foot of the throne.—With the same 
view, 1 allude to my letter, of the 28th of 
March last, to the commissioners, after: the 


report made its appearance, (see vol. iv. - 


‘p+ 150).As the fact appears on the pro- 


| 
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ceedings of this house of the 8th of April, 
I need not remark, that another oppor- 
‘tunity was denied to me by its decision on 
the question of instituting an enquiry be- 
‘fore proceeding to decision.—My letter to 
lord Hawkesbury is another proof of what 
’T have asserted, and this house is acquaint- 
ed with the result communicated in the 
conference between the two houses. of par- 
‘liament, by which the hopes I had enter- 
tained of some kind of explanation being 
‘opened to-me, were precluded, and your 
committee reduced to the necessity of 
making their report, without receiving ex- 
planation from me in any ote particular. 
‘This was a consequence resulting from the 
‘decision of this house on the 8th of April; 
‘for, if the criminating resolutions of that 
‘day had not been passed, previously to 
enquiry, there would have been no bar, 
from the privileges of the house of lords, 
‘to have induced them to restrain me from 
being examined before the committee. The 
terms in which I addressed the lords, 
‘in my letter to lord Hawkesbury, is a 
‘proof that no exertion was omitted by me 
‘that could tend to get over the diflicul- 
ty. “Wimbledon, 6th May, 1805. My 


* lord, I observe that, on the message. 


‘* from the house of commons, desiring my 
“ attendance to be examined by a com- 
“ mittee of their number, your lordship 
“has started a difficulty, founded on a 
“‘ standing order of the house of lords. 
-“ T certainly was not aware that such a 
‘* standing order existed, and had taken 
-* for granted, that the licence of the 
“ house, to my attending the committee 
** of the house of commons, would have 
“been given as a matter of course. On 
“*a question of privilege, originating in 
“the manner this was done, your lordship 
.“ will readily perceive the reasons which 
*‘ render it impossible for me to take any 
“ part; but, I trust, I am guilty of no im- 
‘¢ proper intrusion, when I put your lord- 
“ship. in possession of my own anxious 
-“ wishes, that, if: possible, the difficulty 
. +“ may be got over, and that I may be at 
-* liberty. to act upon my own feelings, 
+ which, notwithstanding the singular cir- 
© eumstances in which I am placed, urge 
.“ me most earnestly to express my hopes, 
“ that I shall not be debarred from giving 
-** my attendance on the committee of the 
“house of commons, as requested in the 
message from that house. In stating 
. these sentiments to your lordship, you 
of. course, underetand yourself at 


“liberty to make any use of them yoa 
“may think proper. I have the honour 
be, &c. (Signed) Melville.”—I can. 
not conclude this subject, without ada 
verting to another proceeding of this house 
which has likewise tended, in a very mas 
terial degree; to limit the means of a 

explanations being given, which could 
remove any of the imputations which have 
been cast upon me. I allude to the rego. 
lution of the 29th of April, directing the 
attorney-general to institute a civil suit, 
for the recovery of any profits made by 
Mr. ‘Trotter or myself irom the monies 
issued for naval purposes. I can know 
nothing with accuracy that passed in this 
house when this resolution was adopted; 
but if I am to give credit to those channels 
of information which. are connived at in 
the duily publications, which are more or 
less perused by all of us, Iam to under- 
stand it to have been stated in argument, 
that if the measure suggested in that ree 
solution was adopted, there could be no 
further proceeding against me in any other 
mode. Upon this ground it was opposed, 
-by those who are not supposed to have any 
particular partiality towards me. With 
the recollection of this in my mind, I may 
be perhaps forgiven, if I expressed some 
degree of surprise, when J heard of the 
intimation given of an intended motion of 
impeachment, It was not, however, to 
make this remark, that I have adverted to 
this resolution ; I allude to it for the pur- 
pose of observing, that the delicacy of your 
committee to Mr. Trotter, joined to their 
not having it in their power to examine 
myself, has certainly tended to deprive me 
of the benefit of any elucidation” that 
might have arisen from a more minate 
examjnation of the subject. Mr, Tréfter 
is not interrogated as to any of the sup- 
posed participation which has been stated 
to have taken place between him and me, 
neither is he asked, whether he’ was di- 
rected by me to lay out any public money 
for my benefit; nor is he examined as to 
my privity, or knowledge of any of those 
various modes of using the public money, 
stated in the twelfth aad thirteenth reso- 
lutions of the 8th of April.—I have been 
the more pointed in bringing these par- 
ticulars to the recollection of the house; 
because, by some strange perversion of 
the truth, an insinuation has reached me, 
that I had omitted, tll this last stage of 
your proceeding, to take any. measares 
for my own vindigation, direct re 
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verse is the fact.—And even now, ‘I find 
myself placed in a very awkward situation. 
Understanding that, in consequence of the 
eneral intimation some time ago given in 
this house, of my desire to be heard in 
person, new difficulties had been started 
in another place, I again addressed myself 
to lord Hawkesbury, by a letter, in the 
following terms: “ Wimbledon, 7th June, 
1805. My lord; having reason to be- 
“lieve, that, in consequence of a report 
* made to the house of commons by a 
“select committee, discussions are likely 
“to take. place in that house, ‘on which I 
# may be desirous of being heard in ex- 
planation and defence of parts of my 
conduct, I am anxious to obtain the 
* permission of the house of lords to at- 
“tend the house of commons for that pur- 
pose, if I should think fit. In my 
“ former letter to your lordship of the 6th 
# instant, I expressed to you, as strongly 
“as I could, my anxiety to be aflurded 
“some means. of removing the imputa- 
“tions which had been laid to my charge, 
‘and since that time many circum- 
*€stances have occurred to increase that 
“anxiety, and I entreat your lordship 
“to give your best assistance to for- 
“ward the object of my present re- 
quest. I have the honour to be, &c. 
“ (signed) Melville.” To the lord Hawkes- 
bury. And the resolution of the house 
of lords is conceived in the following 
words: ‘ Resolved, that the lord viscount 
“ Melville have leave to go down to the 
house of commons, and to defend him- 
“self there, if he shall think fit, en all 
* points on which thé house of commons 
have not previously passed any accusa- 
“tory or criminatory resolutions against 
* him.”—-Circumscribed as I am by this 
resolution, I know I am not at hberty, 
even with your indulgence, to defend my- 
self against any of the resolutions of the 
8th of April last; and therefore, if inad- 
vertently I should drop any thing that 
may be so construed, 1 hope it will be 
understood that it is not with an intention 
to arraign in this place the justice of those 
resolutions, but with the view of being 
certain that I understand, and do not mis- 
Tepresent them. The resolutions of the 
8th of Apri] are fourteen in number, (see 
vol. 4, p. 275,) to which auother was 
added on the 29th, viz. “ that the attorney- 
general be directed to take such measures 
a8 may appear to him to be most effectual 
in due course of law, for ascertaining and 


recovering any sums of money that may 
be due to the public from lord viscount 
Melville, or Alexander Trotter, esq. in 
respect of any. profits derived by them 
from monies issued for naval purposes, 
and: that may have come into their, hands 
subsequent to the first day of January. 
1786.” ‘The twelfth, thirteenth, and four- 
teenth are chiefly deserving of attention, 
the previous ones being merely statements 
of facts, which of themselves could not 
have attracted any notice.—The twelfth 
resolution contains a statement of a variety 
of positions, apparently meant to lay the 
basis for the conclusion drawn in the 
fourteenth resolution. _ From the terms of 
the twelfth, Iam left somewhat doubtful, 
whether it was meant to apply to me 
personally. But as I cannot suppose it 
possible that the house of commons could 
intend to leave it ambiguous, whom they: 
meant to charge with criminality, I must 
take it for granted that I am implicated in 
it; and lam the more confirmed in this 
supposition, from having observed - the 
comments which, in other places, have 
been lavished, without any reserve, upon 
that resolution, and those comments often 
made by persons, who being members of 
parliament, were, I presume, of course, 
properly informed, and competent to judge ~ 
of the object of the resolutions which the 
house of commons had adopted. In order, 
therefore, to ascertain the full extent. of 
the charges contained in the twelfth reso- 
lution, it must be coupled with, and taken 
in conjunction with the thirteenth; and 
the joint import of the two resolutions is, 
that “ Mr. Trotter did, at various times, 
‘“‘ under pretence of naval services, and by 
“ a manifest evasion of the act, draw from 
“the bank, and invest iv exchequer and 
“‘ navy bills, and lend upon the security 
“of stock, and employ in discounting 
“* private bills, and in the purchiase of bank 
** and East India stock, large sums of pub. 
‘lic money for the purposes of, private 
“ emolument, and in doing so, he acted 
‘‘with my knowledge and: consent, being 
“‘my private agent.” And although the 
charge does not expressly say so, it cer= 
tainly concludes in such a manner as must 
leave a full conviction on the mind of 
every reader, that “ Mr. Trotter, so 
‘‘ acting as my private agent, did occa- 
** sionally lay out ten or twenty thousand 
‘‘pounds in those transactions, for my 
“use aud benefit.” Upon this charge I 
must, in truth and justice to myself, so- 
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lemnlyassert, before this' house, atid'in the 
face: of my coutitry, thatiit is'errdneous in 
every particular, never knew that Mr. 
‘Protter Had drawn aby! money, for the pire 
poses of private eniolunient,. in nianifest 
of the:dct. I never knew that' he 
had: invested arly mohey in: éxchequer or 
Havy'bills.. kiiew that he had lent 
thesécurity of stock, Pnever' ktiew 
that. he Had’ eniployed aby money in the 
discount of private bills: P never knew 
that: he employed atiy public money in’ the 
purchase of bank or India stock, Having 
disclaimed all knowledge of these traiisac- 
tions, it is ‘scarcely necessary to add, that 
if any such existed, they were not, as stat- 
ed, with tty privity and consent; neither 
have I the smallest’ knowledge. of belief, 
that Mr..'Trotter ever did lay out, for my 
-use-or benefit, in‘any such:modes, any sum 
of public money whatever.—Having, in so 
matitier, disclaimed all know- 

ge' ofiany of those transactions detailed 
the: twelfth resolution, I need rot stop a 
Mdment to express the indignation I must 
have felt, wheii'I' found that-not only that 
‘knowledge was’ imputed to me, but that, 
with a' view to give’ the colour of probabi- 
lity: to: the: ifisinuation of personal profit 
arising from. such transactions (for no man 
vetitured ‘to advatice it as a charge) it was 
ever’ surmised, that: Mr. Trotter had, in 
the executioti: of those: transactions, en- 
joyed the benefit of: my confidential know- 
ledge of the secrets of government.—I am 
awure; that, dotwithstanding all I have re- 
preserted;..my’ statenient would still be 

‘deficient, if I were to pass over in siletice 
#charge, which, if not credited or adopted 
tv this house, has certainly, through the 
mediuin of your resolutions, made its’ way 
to almost every corner of the kingdom; 
atid it must be within the knowledge or 
observation of every man, that’ no pains 


‘have been’spared, no means neglected, to 


gain proselytes to-the belief of this charge. 
You will anticipate me, when I mention 
that’ of my liaving beena participator in 
the’ profits which: Mr. Trotter is supposed 
to-have- made from the public money that 
Jiag passed through his hands, This is a 
charge which I had’ positively denied, 
Weforé you passed thé resolutions of the 


of April; and if a- question to this 


effect had been put to Mr. Trotter, in any 
shape, sitice tliat insinuation was made, 
either’ in: the: tenth report, or any where 


else, have redson-to know, that-he would 
have embraced’ the “ opportunity of con- 
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tradicting, in the most utiequivocal ang 
utiqualified térms, the malignant inveg 
tives against chanicter, founded 
“ the assertion, that I had, directly of 
indirectly, participated in any of the 
emolutnents he may have derived fron 
“ the use of the rioney iniprest for naval 
“ services and eiitrusted to his charge; 
“aud that I never was, at. any moment 
‘‘ when he served under me, in the know: 
** ledge either of the nature, ‘extent, of. 
“ application of those emoluments.” 

am at a-loss to conjecture, whether, nots 
withstanding’ such direct-and solemin asser- 
tions made by those who alone can bé 
informed of the truth, this calusatiy is still 
to be believed and circulated. But theré 
is one fact in'refutation of it, which canriof 
fail to carry full conviction to the mind of 
every man, if that upon which it rests is not 
disbelieved or disapproved; I allude to 
the circumstance of which (ip the midst of 
the loudest clamiours against: me) a denial 
has’ never been attempted, that every suni 
advanced’ to me by Mr, Trotter, in any 
shape, or on any account, has been repaid 
to the uttermost farthing, and that I] am 
not indebted upon the treasurership in 
question; in one single mite, either to him, 
or to the public. Is this reconcileablé 
with the idea of participation? The term 
supposes: receipts, arising out of a joint 
concern, upon which profits have arisen and 
are divided, and of course excludes the 
supposition of auy restitution; and I should 
trust, that this observation must for evét 
sileace those who have been the most active 
in the propagation of this aspersion.— Not 
only in the resolutions upon which I have 
been observing, but in other modes and in 
other places, my cortiection with Mr 
Trotter, ds’ my private agent, has been so 
often alluded to, and its having been insi- 
‘nuated for the most malevolent purposes, 
that my convection: with him was so inti* 
mate, as to procure for him a commis 
nication of the confidential transactions of 
government, I trust it will not be deemed 
foreign to the purpose of my attendance ia 
this house, if { detain gentlemen a few mi 
nutes on this subject.—When I came into 
the navy pay oflice found him there, 
having been introduced to’ it, as under 
stand, in consequence of his relationship to 
the late sir Gilbert Flliot-and Mr, Coutts. 
He was, from these connections, counté 
nanced by Mr. Douglas, the paymaster, 
and occasionally with me inthe course of 


official business. Byt he attracted my pat 
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ticular notice, by his zeal in pointing out 
tome the many means that were used to 
deprive the seamen and their families of 
‘the full amount of what they were justly 
entitled to, He was encouraged by me to, 
prosecute those enquiries, and I was in-' 
debted to him for many of those sugges-' 
tions, which enabled me, during the time 
I was treasurer of the navy, to propose’ 
to parliament, and place upon the sta- 
tute book, that system of regulations 
and arrangement, which has since given; 
complete. security, comfort, and pro-| 
tection, to every person, of every rank| 
in the military service of the navy, and) 
after their deaths, has extended the same 
benetits to their widows and children.— 
These circumstances aaturally increased. 
my favourable dispositions towards Mr, 
Trotter, and I selected him for the office 
of paymaster on the death of Mr. Douglas. 
In consequence of this he was in the re- 
ceipt of my salary, and being constantly, 
from his situation, near me, he became na- 
turally the channel, through which I had 
itin my power to conduct many inferior 
travsactions relating to my private affairs. 
~The following is a copy of the power of 
attorney, by which, as treasurer of the 
navy, I authorized Mr. Trotter to draw the 
money from the bank of England: ‘* Know 
“all men by these presents, that I, the 
“right hon, Henry Dundas, treasurer of. 
“his majesty’s aavy, as well within Great 
“ Britain as without, have nominated, con- 
“ stituted, and appointed Alexander Trot- 
“ter, esq. my paymaster, hereby giving 
“ and granting to him full power and au-| 
“ thority to draw on the governor and com- 
“pany of the bank of England, for and 
“ upon my accoust, as treasurer of his ma- 
* jesty’s navy, all and every sum and sums 
“of money that now are, and shall here- 
“after be wanted for the public services, 
“under my care of payment, he being 
particularly careful to specify in each and 
“ every draft the service for which the mo- 
“ ney is drawn.”—Such is the short history 
of the origin and progress of Mr. Trotter's 
connection’ with me in business, either 


public or private ; and whatever cloud may 


now hang over him, and however some parts 
of his conduct may have recently brought 
upon me. much disquietude and anxiety, 
I shall never refuse to him the justice of 
acknowledging, that, under his manage- 
ment, the pay office of the navy was con-. 
ducted, for a period of fourteen years, 


without one payment being a moment de- 
Vou. V. { 


layed at the treasurer’s. office, and an ac- 
count of not less than one hundred and 
thirty-four nmajllions sterling has been closed, , 


|without the loss of one farthing having , 


arisen to the public during the whole of. 
that period.—I now proceed to the fout- 
teenth resolution, which is in the following. . 
words :— ‘I'hat the right hon. lord 
4* count Melville, having been privy to, and 
* having connived at the withdrawing from 
‘the bank of England, for the purpose, 
‘as stated by Jord Melville, of priyate 
“ emolument to Mr. Trotter, sums issued’ 
“to lord Melville as treasurer of the nayy,. 
“and placed to his account in the bank, 
“ according to the provisions of the 25th 
“ Geo. III. cap. 31, has been guilty of 


'** a gross vidlation of the law, aud a high 


breach of duty.”——Before examining the. 
justice of the conclusion drawn in the end 
of this resolution, it is essential to under- 
stand the fact on- which it is grounded, 
and which I am certain is altogether mis- 
understood. It is assumed, and my own, — 
authority quoted for it, that [ was privy, 
tu the withdrawing from the bank of Eng« 
land, for the purpose ef private emolu-. 
ment.to Mr. Trotter, sums issued to me - 
as treasurer of the navy. Ifby these words 
it is meant to convey, that Mr. Trotter 
had any power or authority from me, tg 
draws sums indiscriminately from the bank 
for his own use or emolument, I deny that 

I was privy to any such transactions. I 
deny that I ever said so, and I affirm, there 
is no evidence to justify such an assertion, 
But if it is meant to state, that after the 
money was drawn by assignments, under 
the awthcrity of the competent boards, it 
was illegal to put it into the custody of 
Mr. Coutts, instead of putting it in the iron 
chest, or in the hands'of the respective 
sub-accountants, I any yet, after all I have - 
heard, to learn, that in doing so, the act 
of parliament was violated.—That an ig; | 
discriminate power of drawing from the 
bank was given by me to Mr. Trotter, I 
conceive, cannot alledged by any per- 
son who attends to the real import of my 
evidence. —The first question put to me on 
this subject, by the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, was in the following words :— 
‘** Did you authorize the paymaster, in or 
“‘ about the year 1786, to draw the money 
“‘ applicable to naval services, from the 
‘‘ bank, and lodge it in the hands of a-pri- - 
“vate banker?” My answer was ] 
“‘ cannot precisely fix the time; butI ag . 
that I did permit Mr. Trotts 
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*‘ to lodge any money drawn from the 
** bank, for public purposes, in his private 
““ banker’s hands, during the period it was 
not demanded .to the purposes for which 
“it was drawn.” The plain import of 
this answer is, that when the money was 
legally, and in terms of the act of parlia- 
“ment, drawn from the bank, I permitted Mr. 
Mr. Trotter to lodge such balance of the mo- 
ney assigned, as was not called for by the per- 
80n Or persons entitled to receive it. But 
. there is’ not a syllable in the answer, to 
~ import that I gave Mr. Trotter authority 
to draw from the bank, for his own private 
_- €molument, any sum that had not been as- 
‘signed or drawn in terms of the provisions 
of the act of parliament.—This proposition, 
_ which IJ aver to be the meaning of my an- 
’ Swer, is made still more clear in an after 
part of my evidence. The commissioners 
puta question to me in the following words : 
“ As the money applicable to naval ser- 
** vices was directed to be lodged in the 
** bank, by the act of 25 Geo. III. cap. 51, 
. “ and not to be drawn from thence without 
** specifying the services for which it is 
“drawn, by what authority did you give 
** permission to the paymaster of the navy 
* to draw the money out of the bank, 
“and lodge it in the hands of private 
bankers ?—-From the terms of this ques- 
. tion it struck me, that the commissioners 
- were proceeding on the same mistake as 
that which seems to be countenanced by 
the general words made use of in the four- 
- teenth resolution ; I therefore immediately 
rectified their error by my answer, which 
is in the following words; “I take it for 
* granted, it always was drawn under the 
** heads of service pointed out in the act 
‘* of parliament; and when I talk of per- 
» “ mission, I mean it under the explana- 
* tion contained in the answer to a former 
** question, in which I suppose the money 
‘¢ drawn under competent authority.”— 
From this plain statement I feel myself 
authorized to repeat the assertion I have 
already made, that this resolution, adopt- 
yng the general terms it has done, assumes 
and proceeds on a fact not warranted, ei- 
ther. by the truth of the case, or by the 
evidence contained in the tenth report of 
the commissioners of naval enquiry ; and I 
must here be permitted to add, that the as- 
- sumption in the fourteenth resolution, of 
- the fact to which I have adverted, came 
upon me with the more surprise, as, in the 
report of the commissioners, they have 
distinctly stated the import of my evidence 


to be what I have now explained. The 


passage to which I allude is in the tenth — 


report (see vol. 3, p. 1160,) and in the 
following words: * Lord Melville states, 
“ that he certainly did permit Mr. Trotter 
‘*to lodge any money drawn from the bank, 
“ for the public purposes, in his private 
“banker's hands, during the period that 
“it was not demanded for the purposes 
* for which it was drawn ; but it is to be 
“inferred from his evidence, that he in- 
“tended Mr. Trotter to dgaw upon the 
‘“‘ bank for the amount only of the assign- 
“ments made on him by the different 
** boards (an account of which. is furnished 
“to him daily), and that the balance of 
“such sum, till demanded, should alone 
“ be lodged by Mr. Trotter in the hands of 
his private baukers.”——Having thus as- 
certained the fact as it truly stands, the next 
consideration is, what is the act of parliae 
ment, which, according to this state of the 
fact, the resolution affirnis to be violated ? | 
contend, that there is not one clause of the 
act prohibitory of the permission to lodge 
assigned money in the hands of a private 
banker, till the money so assigned is ap- 
plied for by the person entitled to it. I 
hope I state my proposition distinctly, and 
desire it to be adverted to, that the point 
I at present discuss is altogether uncon- 
nected with the question, what use was 


made of the money when so lodged? Thatis_ 


& separate question, and they ought not to 
beblended together. Iam now, in this part 
of the discussion, examining the truth or 
falsehood of a proposition, whether there 
is any thing in the act of parliament to 
prohibit lodging the balance of assigned 
money, till called for, in a private bane 
ker’s hand. Suppose the case, that in- 
stead of lodging the money of the descrip. 
tion I have stated in a private banker’s 
hands, the practice had been to open a se- 
parate account in the bank of England, for 
the deposit of such assigned money, till 
called for: I would ask, whether this 
would be a violation of the act of parlia- 
ment? Nobody would have contended, 
that in such an arraugement, the treasurer 
of the navy would have violated either the 
letter or spirit of the act in any one ‘re- 
spect, or that he would have met with the 
smallest blame from any quarter in exer- 
cising that discretion, whereby. he would 
be enabled to draw out the assigned mo- 
ney from the separate account, without have 
ing recourse to the general account raised 
in his name, in terms of the provisions of 
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the-act of parliament. yet, if the 
proposition is true, that no draft could be 
made, except on the general account 
~yaised at the bank in the name of the trea- 
surer, the violation would equally exist, in 
the supposed as in the real case.—The 
error of the opposite argument consists in 
supposing, thag. the object of the act of 
1785. went to an extent in its provisions, 
beyond what was ever in the view of those 
who proposed it, or of the legislature 
which passed it. It was not a law in- 
tended to embrace all the regulations, 
which it might be expedient, either by le- 
gislative provisions, or by official arrange- 
ments, to establish, for the conduct of that 
great machine, which has now become ne- 
cessary for the regular payment of the na- 
val service. The single object which the 
act bad .in view, was to convert the trea- 
surer’s account from a personal to an offi- 
cial account, and thereby to obviate an 
abuse which had been so much complained 
of, whereby ex-treasurers of the navy had 
large balances in their hands, and remained 
great public accountants, many years after 
they were out of office. To this object its 
provisions are complete, and have been ac- 
curately complied with; but, if you ex- 
pect to find in that act such a digest of 
regulations, as to exclude, in the mauage- 
ment of the office, the discretion of the 
treasurer as to many parts of his duty, you 
_will-search in vain. Even that arrange- 
ment, which has of late been so much 
- the subject of discussion, I mean the estab 
lishment of a-fixed salary to the treasurer, 
in place of his former emoluments from 
the use of the balance in his hands, is not 
provided for or regulated by this act of par- 
liameut. That was done by the terms of his 
patent, several years before the act of par- 
liament existed.—The observation I have 
' just made will appear the more forcible, «i! 
gentlemen will take the trouble of referring 
to the act which passed in 1783, for regu- 
lating the office of the paymaster-general 
of his majesty’s land forces. It repeals an 
act which had been passed on that subject 
in the preceding session, and enacts a new 
code and system of regulations, amounting 
to no Jess than thirty-nine clauses, and em- 
bracing minutely every circumstance con- 
nected with the business of that office. Is 
there any such system of regulation con- 
tained in the act now under consideration ? 
Certainly not. It is a short act, of twelve 
clauses, confined to the only immediate 
ehject at that time in view, viz. what 1 


have already expressed, the converting the. : 


treasurer’s account from a personal to an 


Official one; but not regulating, or profes- 


sing to regulate, the. whole conduct of that 
department.— Not adverting to what] have 
just observed, I cannot help conceiving 
that gentlemen mislead themselves, by as- 
similating the navy pay office, in a great 
degree, to the army pay office, and sup- 
posing that, in all respects, the one has 
been regulated, or can be regulated, by the 
principles of the other. In this they are 
totally mistaken. The navy pay office is 
to the navy, what not the army pay office 
alone, but the army pay office, with the 
addition of army agents, of colonels of re= 
giments, of barrack-masters, and other sub- 
ordinate accountants, is'to the army. The 
army pay office issues gross sums, to be 
subsequently distributed by persons hold- 
ing no situation in the office. The navy 
pay oflice makes the minutest individual 
payments ; the fraction of a single seaman’s 
yearly pay, or the quarterly allotment of a 
seaman’s wife, It may be practicable to 
make all army payments by specific drafts 
to individuals; but it is impossible, with 
regard to the navy payments, many of 
which are for such small sums. I have 
been informed, that. in twenty-six days of 
the month of January last, the payments 
amounted to six thousand four hundred 
and two in number; of which no less than 
three thousand two hundred and seventy- 
eight were of sums under twenty pounds ; 
and one thousand eight hundred and ninety- 
four, in sums from one pound eight shil- 
lings to ten shillings and sixpence. Again, 
as to wages, there were recently, if I am 
accurately informed, not less than six thou- 
sand eight hundred ships’ books open im 
the pay room of the office, upon any one 
of which, at any hour, a call might -be 
inade for the wages of any: seaman who 
might happen not to have been. present at 
the payment at the out-port, for the money 
due to him for four or five years, or as 
many months service.—No person will con- 
tend, that in the cases referred to, it is pos- 
sible to carry on the business of the de- 


partment by specific drafts, in favour of the -~ 
respective individuals, and I understand. 


the impossibility has been distinctly ad. 
mitted. Butis it possible, consistently with 


this admission, not further to admit, that. 
it could not have been in the contemplation - 


of the act of parliament, by minute provi= 


sions, to regulate the whole conduct of the | 
office, or to alter the whole former prage 
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tice, by @ few provisions, directed to the 
~ Single object of altering the nature of the 
treasurer's account? If such had bees the 
view of those who proposed this act, is it 
possible that some clause or clauses would 
trot have been introduced, to explain that 
the genéral expression of drafts did not 
meat to imply specific drafts, in payment 
of individuals, of such sums as those which 
_ [have just refersed to? This subject was 
left, as it formerly had been, to the dis- 
cretion and official arrangement of the trea 
surer, on such principles as might be most 
expedient and practicable for conducting 
the business of the office. It is sufficient, 
for the purpose of my present argument, 
to contend, that the expression of drafts, 
in the language of the act of parliament, 
neither did nor could mean, specific drafts, 
in the name of each individual entitled 
to receive the sum drawn for.—In like man-. 
her I contend, that an authority derived 
from any of the competent boards, in the 
ape of one or more assignments upon 
the treasurer, did not render it necessary 
in the payment of such assignments, that 
it should be done by specific drafts, in fa- 
vour of the person entitled to receive it. 
Ju the sound construction of the act of par- 
liamhent, the sutns authorized by the assign- 
ments were fairly and legally drawn, from 
the moment the assignments were made, 
hor did it make any difference in the exe- 
Cution of the act, whether the sums as- 
signed were drawn from the bank in one 
draft or in ten drafts. Put the case, that 
téh, or any given number of the holders 


of assignments, had intimated a wish to, 


receive their payment at the office, or at 


and: that of the navy board, say: This 
“ difference lies in the cashier’s and vice 
“ tualling branches, and arises from the 


“ sign bills upon the treasuret for payment, 
“they immediately give him ¢redit for 
those bills in his account kept at their 
“ offices; but the treasuret does not him, 
* self take credit for any bills in his own 
“ account till he actually pays them. The 
“ persons who receive these bills do not 
“ always immediately present them to the 
“treasurer for payment, but frequently 


siderable’time. The treasurer’s balance 
‘© must therefore exceed the navy balance, 
‘as much as the sum of the bills assigned 
“ upon him for payment exceeds the sum 
“ of the bills actually paid. by him. We 
“ conceive this excess is not money fot 
“which the treasurer is accountable to 
“ the public, but belongs to the proprietors 
“ of those bills, and remains in his hands, 


“for payment.”—In these- words, the ex- 
istence, nature, and consequences of the 


and accurately pointed out ; and is it poi 
sible to conceive, that if this act of pare 
liament had meant to make any provision 
respecting these assignments, it would not 
{have been done, in some such plain and 
precise manner, as to exclude all doubt 
upon the subject ? It would not have bees 
left to doubtful implication or construction 
{of the act, which has already, im the case 
of small payments, been clearly proved, 
not to mean generally specific drafts to in- 
dividuals, as contended for in that con- 


Messrs, Coutts’s on a particular day; it struction of the act which I have endeae 


sarely- could not be maintained, that the] voured to refute. 


paymaster of the navy was debarred from 
gratifying them in that wish, or that he 


It will be clearly un- 
derstood, that in the argument, I have 
stated, I only contend that the act of pare 


4 


was guiliy of, an. illegality, if he made} liament had not this point in contempla- 


the payiiient akreeably to the mode sug-' 
gested by themselves.—It becomes still. 
niore difficult to believe, that any such al-) 
Yeration wis inténded by the act, when it; 
- is recollected, that the subject was brought, 
distinctly under the view of those who; 


passed the act in question ; and-yet no such. 


prohibition, as now supposed, was either 


' tifectly or indirectly inserted in the’ act.’ 
It has beth repeatedly stated, and it is: 
true, that the act of purliament originated 
-in the Yéport of tlie commissioners in 1782, 
Thése cotnmissioners, speaking of the dif- 
férehce between the treasurer's stdtement 
&fthe bahitice th his on given day, 


tion, and therefore it is unwarrantable te 
argue, orto resolve, that it has been vio- 
lated, by any practice which has taken 
place in the navy pay office during my 
treasnrership.— Before quitting this subject, 
}1 must not omit to observe, that the prac- 


of Messrs. Coutts continued for two years 
after 1 was out of office, and that it was 
altered ultimately by Mr. Bathurst, not on 
a clear decision formed by him of its il- 
legality, but because he thought it expe- 
dient; and the doubts entertained by lord 
Harrowby, during ‘his treéasurership, arose 
from conceiving, tiat the practice was 


following cause. When the boards ay 


keep them in their possession for a con- 


“at their risk, until they apply to hit. 


assignments not ealled for, are distinctly _ 


tice of lodging naval money in the hands — 


| 
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gonsistent with the spirit; if not with the 
Jetter of the law. I do not mean to in- 
sinuate, that they were aware of the mos 
ney being again withdrawn from Messrs. 
Coutts, for the purpose of private emolu- 
ment tothe paymaster. My observation 
only goes to the point of stating, that the 
abstract proposition of the illegality of 
the practice of lodging assigned: money in 
the hands of a private banker had not oc- 
turred to those able men, in the strong 
light it has been resolved with regard to 
mé, otherwise the continuance of it would 
not have been tolerated for two years after 
the treasurership of the navy had passed 
into their hands.—And this leads me to an- 
other topic, to which I feel. myself war- 
fanted to summon the attention of the 
house, under the circumstances in which 
Jam placed. I have given my reasons in, 
detail, why I contend that the act of par- 
Jiament has not been violated in any. 


Shape; but I submit it to your justice to 


consider, how far I am, for the object of 
‘my present attendance, under the neces- 
‘tity of arguing my proposition to the full. 
extent I have stated. A law may be violated 
without being grossly violated, and a breach 
of duty may be committed without war- 
ranting the appellation of'a high breach of 
‘duty. My arguments may have failed in 
convincing you, that my construction of 
the act is the true one, and you may remain 
of opinion, that its provisions extended to 
objects, which I contend were never within 
its contemplation. 1 can only say, that 
my judgment continues unaltered, and that 
I never bad even conceived the doubt-as to 
the meaning of the act, till the period of 
the late discussions, from which I am cer- 
tainly bound to doubt my own opinion, 
“when it differs from others whose talents | 
sincerely respect; but I cannot carry my 
acquiescence so far as to admit, that an 


' ‘error of judgment, resting upon the grounds 


T have stated, ought to have subjected me 
‘to such criminating resolutions, as those 
‘which this house recorded on the 8th of 
April last.—Having endeavoured, as clear- 
lyras I-can, to explain to the house the 
grounds on which I contend that no illega- 
‘lity is imputable to me, on the subject of 
‘drawing from. the bank the sums assigned 
bythe competent boards, you will imme- 


. ‘diately perceive the nature and éxtent of 


‘the benefit which I conceived the paymas- 
ter might ‘derive, from lodging: the money, 


*. ‘thus-drawn from the bank,-in the hands of 


Messrs. Coutts. I have already adverted 
5 


to the transactions referred to in the twelfth 
resolution, and denied theimputation con= 
tained in that resolution, of my being privy 
to those transactions 
with regard tq-any benefit the paymaster 
might derive from the money. lodged in 
Messrs. Coutts’s hands, was simply this, 
I conceived it to arise from an understand~ 
ing between him. and the partners of that 


house, as to the advantage they might re+ 


spectively derive froin the customary use 
of money while in their hands, and such an 
arrangement between them, | know,.could 
not prevent the, paymaster from drawing, 
at any moment, from Messrs, Coutts’s 
house, any sum-requisite for.the discharge 


of any claim to which that deposite money — 


was liable-—I-beg not‘to be understood as 


stating, that I. entertained this idea from 


any actual information I. had on the sub» 
ject; but the impression naturally arose m 
my, mind, from knowing such to be the 
practice universal in similar cases, not ouly 
with the. public’. banks, but all banking 
houses .in another part of .the kingdom; 
and it is only within these three months, 
that I have been made aware of the mis- 
take, by the perusal of a memorandum, 
written by Mr. Coutts, the principal part- 
ner of -that house.—This is a precise state 
of the case and of the impressions I had of 
it: and when I did not interpose, to prevent 
the paymaster’s enjoying such emoluments, 
I-did not conceive myself to be infringing 
any act of parliament, nor did I feel that I 
was incurring, either for the public or my- 
self, the smallest degree of risk,. or expo- 
‘sing the business of the office to any incon- 
venience whatever. 1 beg leave further to 
remark, that although I never beld out this 
species of advantage as an established emo- 
lument of the office of paymaster, or one 
which-I might not-have put an end to at 
any moment I found it expedient to do so, 
‘I certainly never felt. it to be a clandestine 
or mysterious arrangement.—Of this I can- 
not give a stronger proof, than by referring 
to a fact mentioned in the tenth report of 
the commissioners of naval enquiry. I 
mean the suggestion made by former cofft= 
missioners, in the year 1786, in which t 

recommend an augmentation. of the pay- 
master’s salary fram 500]. to 800]. per 
annum. But although,. from. the increase 
of business which the different acts-of par- 
liament had imposed upon the:clerks and 
otber officers of the navy pay office, “I had 
been obliged to revise the establishments, 
and recommend:to his majesty. ‘in/council 


My. impression, 
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to make very considerable additions to their 
salaries, I did not recommend, that any 
such should be made to the paymaster, 
under the impression that, in the manner I 
have stated he must derive advantages, 
which rendered it unnecessary to burthen 
the establishment with an additional salary 
tohim. In fact, no such addition was made 
till the year 1800, a short time before my 
leaving the office, when a still further in- 
crease of business having been thrown upon 
the persons doing the duty of the navy pay 
office, in consequence of the adoption of 
many new and beneficial regulations, which 
" singe the former period had been added, it 
became necessary again to revise the esta- 
blishment, and attend to their earnest re- 
presentation for an augmentation of their 
allowances. Then, for the first time, was 
the: augmentation to the paymaster’s salary 
adopted, which had been recommended by 
the commissioners ; and it was done upon 
the ground of several others, in situations 
inferior to the paymaster, having been 
raised to about 600]. The augmentation 
then made was not felt to be adequate to 
the labour, importance, and responsibility 
of the office; but it was purposely kept down, 
on the understanding, undoubtedly enter- 
tained by others as well as by me, that the 
paymaster enjoyed those advantages to 
which I have aljuded.—1 do not rest upon 
these circumstances, in the view of justify- 
ing the regularity of a practice which may, 
on other grounds, have been since found to 
be either improper or irregular; but, cer- 
tainly, I am entitled to found upon them, 
as the strongest proof that I meant no 
concealment in the transaction, and that I 
felt no consciousness of wrong in what I 
had. done.—With the permission of the 
house, I must, for a few moments, recall 
their attention to a subject, to which I 
have hitherto only slightly alluded. _I refer 
to the insinuations thrown out, that my 
authorizing or conniving at the lodging of 
the naval money in the house of Messrs. 
Coutts, could ouly proceed from an inten- 
tion of its being appropriated to the pur- 
poses of private emolument. Previously 
to the year 1786, the navy pay office was 
: situated in the city, in the neighbourhood 
of the bank, and it was in consequence of 
its removal to Somerset-place, that the 
suggestion was made to me of the conveni- 
ence of putting the money, when drawn 
from the bank, in the hands of a respec- 
table house in the neighbourhood of So- 
merset-place. The reasous given at the 


time certainly did satisfy me, and after the 
maturest consideration I can give to the 
subject, Iam not yet convinced, that my 
Opinion was erroneous. It would serve ng 
good purpose, at present, to enter upona 


discussion of that subject ; but if ever there _ 
should be occasion to do so, I think, I can , 


prove, that both the convenience and the 


security of the public would be better con. __ 
sulted, by the accounts of the sub-accoune .. 


tants being placed in a situation liable to 
the daily inspection and examination of 


the paymaster, than by having them raised ., 


in their separate names, at so great a dise 
tance from the means of such habitual ex- 
amination.—I know that, from the nature 


of the business, and the necessity of so . 


much of it being done at the outports, it is 
impossible to procure pertect safety, either 
to the public or to the treasurer, by any 


coustant and daily inspection of the pay-. 


master; but that is no reason why re- 
course should not be had to that additional 


check wherever it can be exercised. The . 


commissioners of naval enquiry are them. 
selves aware of the risks that are run, and, 
therefore, they have made the following 
suggestion: ‘¢ We were ‘surprised to learn, 
“ that neither the officers nor clerks in the 


|“* navy pay oflice, give any security for the 


* faithful discharge of their duty, notwith- 
‘¢ standing the great responsibility of their 
‘* situations.. We are of opinion, that the 
** paymaster, and other officers and clerks 
*‘ entrusted with the public money, should 
‘ be required to find security, in proportion 


“to the amount of their salaries; for . 


“‘ though such security may not be ade. 
“ quate to the trust reposed in them,.we 
“ think it would operate strongly, in pre- 
‘ venting the misapplication of the public 
“ money.’—The measure here suggested 
would give a very small additional security 
to the public; but the suggestion proceeds 


on the apprehension that there is a risk, - 


and that being the case, I contend that the 
risk is increased, by the naval money being 
intrusted to a variety of persons, whose 


accounts are remote from inspection and 


examination, more than it would be, if 
those accounts were subject to the daily 
examination and inspection of one indie 
vidual, to whose accuracy and respon. 
sibility the treasurer must principally 
look for. his own security and that of the 
public.—Great pains appear to be taken by 
the commissioners of; naval enquiry, to es- 


tablish that no inconvenience has ensued . 


from changing, the former mode of gan- 


| 
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public purposes, not naval. 


ducting the business, and having recourse 
‘to that’ which is now practised. Upon all 
that species of evidence and observation, it 
js suflicient for me to remark, that the new 
practice has been, at least, of very short 
duration. I sincerely bope it will answer 
‘the expectations of those who, I make no 
doubt, have, from the best of motives, 
allopted it; but, in my own vindication, I 
cannot refrain from reminding the house, 
that during the period of sixteen years, 
when I had the conduct of the office, it was 
done without any inconvenience or com- 
plaint, and, let the new practice prove, on 
experience, to be as successful as its most 


sunguine panegyrists can desire, it never 


can succeed better, as to its effects, than 
that which has been laid aside to make 
room for it.—Having, in the course of my 
statement, given to this house a fair and 
‘unqualified explanation of every circum- 
stance connected with the purport of the 


‘resolutions adopted on the 8th of April 


‘fast, 1am perfectly aware it may naturally 
‘suggest itself to many who now hear me, to 
ask, why I thought it necessary to make 


-any reserve in the answers I gave, when 


examined by the commissioners of naval 


enquiry ? This question having been put to 


me by many of my private friends, I can the 


-more readily suppose it to arise in the 


minds ef others.—From what I have al- 
ready stated, it must appear, that it has 


“not been owing to any thing like reluc- 


tance on my part, that this doubt has not 
been long ago removed; and I willingly 
seize the first opportunity afforded me of 
explanation, to premise, that the real im- 
port of my examination before the com- 
missioners has been either much misunder- 
stood or grossly misrepresented. It has 
been affirmed, in broad and general terms, 
that I refused to answer the commissioners, 
whether I had derived profit from the pub- 
lic money in the hands of the treasurer. I 
have done no such thing. The commis- 
sioners, in their letter to me of the 26th 
June, called upon me to give them an ac- 
count of certain particulars in detail, which, 
for the reasons I assigned in answer, it was 
literally impossible for me ‘to do; and I 
added, that even if I had the means of 
doing so, I should think it my duty to 
withhold the information required, on the 


' grounds I stated, alluding to sums which 


had been occasionally withdrawn for other 
Perhaps 1 
need not have added this; but Jet it be 


_ Observed, that at that time nothing had 
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occurred to create in my mind a suspicion, 
that any communications made by me to 
the commissionets Were’ likely to be inter- 
preted to my disadvantage.— From that 
time I heard no more from the commis- 
sioners for the space of four months, during 
which period, it now appears, they bad be- 
come possessed of all Mr. Trotter’s private 
aceounts with the house of Messrs. Coutts. 
Upon the 2d of November T received the 
following summons from the commis- 
sioners: ‘ Office of Naval Enquiry, Great 
“ George Street, 2d Nov. 1804. My 
“lord, being desirous of receiving some 
“information from your lordship, relative 
“to the management of the business of the — 
“‘-pay-oflice of the navy during your trea~ 
* surership, we request you will let us 
“ know, what day in the next week, and at 
“what hour it will be most convenient for 
*‘ your lordship to attend us for that pur- 
* pose.” In consequence of this summons, 
I immediately attended them, and under- 
went an examination by questions,’ obvi- 
ously prepared with much previous consi- 
deration; but as I have already observed, 
without a communication of one item of 
these accounts before them, and without 
an explanation as to any one entry contain- 
ed in them, and without a conception, on 
my part, that in that examination I was on 
my trial, or liable, in consequence of it,:to 
be subjected to severe criminating resolu- 
tions.—Having given this preliminary ex- 
planation, | proceed to state, that upon an 
accurate examination of the terms of my 
evidence, you will perceive how much it 
has been misunderstood, if it is supposed 
that I had refused in general to answer, 
whether I had derived benefit from the 
public money.—At the time of that ques- 
tion being put to me, I had received the 
unexpected information, that in the ad- 
vances Mr. Trotter had made to me, on 
the account current of my affairs, he (Mr. 
Trotter) had made those advances, without 
discriminating whether they were made 
from private funds, or from the public ba- 
lances in his hands. With the knowledge 
I possessed, from the information thus given ~ 
me of the manner in which be had blended 
his account, I was induced to adopt a de- 
gree of reserve, beyond what perhaps the 
occasion called for; and upon a review of 
all circumstances now before me, I am 
satisfied, that I might then have as directly 
and as confidently answered the question 
in: the negative, as I can now;: conscious as 
I then was, and as I now am, that/at-ne 
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_ time did Tact, or authorize any other per- 3 


son to act, in contravention of the patent 
under ‘which I held the office of treasurer 
of the navy.—The details | have’ this day 
given to you must satisfy every man, that 
I could: have no motive, and ‘that it was 
even contrary to “my interest, to’ exercise 
any reserve on this subject.—I- have under- 
stood, ‘that a great deal ef acriniony and, 
ingenuity have been resorted fo, “in the in- 
terpretation of another answer I have given. 
I mean when the question is‘ put to me, 
“whether did direct; or authorize Mr. 
“+ Trotter, while paymaster of the navy,- 
“to lay out or apply, or eauée to be laid 
* out and applied, any of the money issued 
“ for carrying on the current service ‘of the 
“ navy, since the first ef January 1786, for 
“« my benefit or advantage?” I answered. 
by saying, ‘*‘ To the best of my-recollec- 
tion I never did.” I have less ‘reason -to 
complain of the animadversions whith have} 
been made upon this answer; for I-certainly' 
might, and ought to have answered, siniply, 
that “ I never did;” and my haying pre- 
fixed the other useless words, arose (as is 
well known: to those who are in the habits: 
of living and conversing with me) out of a 
mode of expression customary with me in 
speaking of past transactions.—I have also 
observed, that on another topic much aspe- 
rity has been resorted to, fouinded on the 
allegation of my havitig refused to answer 
questions, on the ground of not being ob- 
liged to crithinate myself. Of all the im- 
putations I have-heard of, I confess this is 
the one I least expected, If i had been of 
that disposition, I should not have been 
exposed to any one of the charges that-have 
been brought against me; and’ it is the 
more extraordinary such a one should have 
arisen, when iny accusers have rested the 
whole of their charges on- what they are 
pleased to call my own confession. The 
observation is wholly founded on a misre-| 
presentation of my evidence. -I never 
made use’of the clause in the act of parlia- 
ment for any personal reason, but solely to 
protect me from disclosing any of those ir- 
regularities 1 may be supposed to have 
committed, in appropriating, for a time, 
any of the naval money to other public ser- 
vices. So far from feeling that to be any 
imputation upon my honour, I should have 
felt myself guilty, not ouly of a breach of 
public duty, but a most unwarrantable vio- 
lation of private honour, if I had disclosed 
auy of those transactions. The informa- 
tion I had received from Mr. Trotter, of 


}his manner of blending his public and pri, 
vate accounts, was the single reason I as~ 
‘Signed for not answering any question put. 
‘to me, respecting. my having reaped: any’ 
benefit or_advantage from the money in the 
hands ofthe ‘treasurer of the navy. Upon 
that subject I never had recourse to the 
‘defence. of not criminating myself. Whats 
ever, therefore, has any where been said 
upon that:topic, may be a proof of dexte- 
rity.in -misrepresentation; but. in point 
of candour. or fair: statement, it is cer 
tainly entitled to no. merit.—I am in 
formed another charge still has been 
alledged against me.in different quarters, 
on which 1 wish to say a few words, not so 
much from the importance of the char 

itself, as from its being .a striking proof of 
the extent to which a spirit of rancoroug 
hostility, once yielded to, will be induced 
to go, in its exertions to inflame itself and 
the minds of others. The topic to which. 
I allude is that, whereby I have been charg- 
ed with having no other motive for remaiu- 
ing treasurer of the navy, after I became 
secretary of state, except the unlawful gaing 
Iam supposed to shave derived from that 
situation. What I am now to state does 
‘not rest upun my assertion. There is one 
who now hears me, aud others with whom 
tl have at present no connection in politics, 
who can bear testimony to the fact, that I 


my own inclination. Under the original 
institution of the board of India commis 
sioners, the treasurership of the navy was 
understood to be the appropriate situation 
of the person who was to take the leadi 

part in the-management and control 

the affairs of India. In that character I 
had acted many years with great labour; 


suppose, that by a successful administra- 
tion of that great concern, I had done es 
seutial-service to my country, and at the 
same time gratified an ambition, of which 
no honourable mind has reason to be 
ashamed; I have no difficulty in acknow- 
ledging, that 1 had a predilection for the 
India department, and it was the only one 
in which I ever wished to have been em- 
ployed.—On this ground I declined ac- 
cepting the seals of the home department 
at the time lord Grenville was appointed; 
and when, at a later period, I was induced 
to accept them, it was uader an assurance, 
that J should only be required to hold them 


never was one hour secretary of state with - 


and, perhaps, I may have had the’ vanity to 


for the short period of probably.a few 
mouths, till the return from abyoad of @ 
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poble lord for whom they were destined. 
He did not return at the time expected, 
and the very critical and dangerous state 
of the country which immediately ensued, 
- gendered it impossible for me to decline 
obeying the commands of my sovereign, at 
amoment when he was advised, that any 
exertions of mine might be of use in re- 
pelling the dangers with which the consti- 
wtion of the country was sy peculiarly 
yaenaced, during the period | was in the 
home department. When the duke of 
Portland was appointed to that situation, | 
again made it my earnest request to his 
majesty, that I might be permitted to con- 
fine my labours to the administration of 
the affairs of India, and J only desisted 
from making that request, when specially 
commanded by his majesty to do so.—I am 
extremely concerned to trouble the house 
with such personal details; but I am com- 
pelled to do so, by the industry with which 
my enemies think themselves at liberty to 
lay hold of every circumstance which they 
suppose can create prejudice against me. 
‘Lhe result of what [ have stated on this 
topic is, that I never had the smallest pre- 
dilection for the office of treasurer of the 
pavy, except in so far as it was the situa- 
tlon at that time supposed to be appropria- 
ted to the person at the head of the admini- 
stration of India.—I shall now proceed to ob- 
gerve upon the report of the committee of 
the house of commons, and in doing so, I 
shall follow the order of the report itself. 
In the outset, I cannot help expressing my 
regret for the circumstance stated in the 
first page of it, and wishing it had occurred 
to the committee, rather to expunge those 
questions and answers which appeared to 
them to exceed the limits of their enquiry, 
than to leave them in the body of their 
. evidence. The consequence of their not 
doing so is, that several things are left in 
the report, calculated to create an impres- 
sion which would not have existed if the 
question had been pursued by more minute 
enquiry ; and thisinconvenience becomes the 
more striking, when it is recollected, that I 
was, from the circumstances well known to 
the committee, deprived of the opportunity 
of giving them personally auy explanation. 
The report begins by stating the substance 
of Mr, Trotter’s evidence respecting his 
advances-to me ; upon which it 1s necessary. 
immediately to observe, that it is quite 
impossible to attempt, with precision, to 
analyse any of the statements given by 
Mr. Trotter.—None of the public accounts 
Vou. V. 
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of the office ever were in my custody or 
possession, and from the day. pn 
my balance to my successor, | considered 
my connection with the navy pay office to 
have ceased, as much as if it never bad 
existed ; except in so far as respected a 
small balance to which | might finally be 
liable, on the settlement of my account as 
treasurer, previous to January 1786, as to 
which my account must be made up and 
cleared as an ex-treasurer, agreéably-to the 
old practice of the office. I likewise took 
occasion to explain to the commissioners 
of naval enquiry, that for many years past 
I never had considered the vouchers of 
my settled accounts with Mr. Trotter, in 
the management of my private affairs, as 
being of the smallest use, and never 
thought of preserving them, more than J 
shevid have done the vouchers of any 
othér settied account in which I was ever 
concerned. At the same time, I men 
tioned to them the information I had re- 
ceived from Mr. ‘Trotter, as to the manner 
in which these accounts were blended, and 
which deprived me of the means of giving 
any detailed or satisfactory information ou 
the subject.—I have shortly recapitulated 
these circumstances, in order that the 
house may feel the impossibility of my 
either confirming or correcting any of the 
details which Mr. Trotter has given to 
the committee. It is true, I have now 
had the opportunity of looking into Mr. 
Trotter's accounts with Messrs. Coutts, 
contained in the appendix to the tenth re- 
port; but the bare inspection of them is 
sufficient to convince every person of the 
impossibility of deriving any information 
from them; and every endeavour to un- 
ravel them has more and more proved the 
impracticability of doing so.—In short, in- 
the whole minute details connected with 
this investigation, I have been at the mercy 
of Mr, Trotter’s memory and recollection, 
without the means or power of either 
aiding or correcting his recollection in any 
one item; but this I can affirm, that I am 
not indebted in one shilling either to Mr. 
Trotter or to the public. But upon any 
anterior details upon which Mr. Trotter 
may have entered, or may hereafter enter, 
for the reasons already assigned any dis- 
tinct*explanation from me must be obvi- 
ously impossible.—Nothing can be fur- 
ther from my thoughts, than to insinuate 
any intention, on the part of Mr. Trotier, 
to state any thing differently from what 
his recollection may have suggested at the 
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im foment: At the same time, from the in- 


formation he has given respecting his books, 
“he‘has little else to resort to than his me- 
mory; and both himself and his friends 
know that neither -he nor they have felt 
they could depend upon it for a very con- 
siderable time past, in the manner they 
might have done some years-ago.—Under 
these circumstances, aud speaking from 
‘recollection’ of- transactions many years 
ago, it’is not impossible or improbable, 
that in some of his details, Mr. Trotter 
Tay have-intermixed the-transactions of 
one person with those of ‘another. I 
think I-can perceive vestiges of the truth 
of this observation in his evidence, where 
he mentions the name of Mr. Tweedie. It 
‘js true, that in the close of his evidence he 
explains limself to mean no more than 
that he employed Mr, Tweedie as a mes- 
‘senger to me; but from the former paft of 
this evidence any person would be led, and 
the committee: seems in fact to have been 
led into a belief, that, in some shape or 
‘other, Mr. Tweedie was entrusted or em- 
‘ployed by me in some way more confi- 
‘dential than as a mere messenger; where- 
as I have not the least recollection of any 
‘circumstance that could create such an im- 
pression in Mr. Trotter’s mind, and am 
‘perfectly certain, that no confidential in- 
‘tercourse of any description, ever passed 


priety of the expenditure, in the instances 
in which it‘occurred, might in fact have 
been, every one must be aware, that it is 
impossible that those purposes should be 
detailed, without both great public and 
personal inconvenience: and I do affirm 
in the most direct terms, that the 10,000), 
which camé into my bands during the pay- 
mastership of: Mr. Douglas, was neither 
used, nor meant to be used, for any ob- 
ject of personal profit or emolument to me, 
But I think it is-impossible for any one to 
expect, that I should enter into a more 
minute explanation, either with regard to 
that sum, or another, of, I believe, about 
a similar amount, at a later period, with. 
out incurring the charge of a great breach, 
as well of public duty as of private honour, 
It is unnecessary to‘dwell upon the uneasi- 
ness I have felt from the necessity of with 
holding explanation on any part of this 
subject, aware as I am of the many insi- 
dious and malignant observations, to which 
any person must be exposed, who feels 
such a reserve to be his only honourable 
line of conduct.—There is, however, one 


striking circumstance in this business, on 


which I may fairly rest in appealing to 
the candour of the house. In my letter 
to the commissioners of naval enquiry,-on 
the 30th of June last, though I referred to 
the whole, I certainly had particularly in 


‘between Mr. Tweedie and myself. From|contemplation the sum of 40,000], ad. t! 
| _ what'Mr. Trotter had said in his evidence, | vanced by me to Mr, Pitt, for the purposes h 
i| T-observe that the committee have been|explained in the report of the committee is 
‘iuduced to examine the son of Mrs Tweedie | of the house of commons.—This sum b 
i ‘onthe subject, and the import of bis evi-| formed two-thirds of the whole; and if re 
} “dence is to confirm the statement I have] Mr. Pitt had not thought it expedient, as 1 
i ‘now given.—Having observed thus much | appears at one time to have been his feel- th 
{| in general, I shall proceed to offer every|ing, to divulge the transaction in. the tl 
i} “satisfaction the nature of the case admits|manner he has done, I ‘should have p 
i ‘of, consistently with the reserve'that natu-| thought it my duty never to make such a e 
! _ rally belongs to transactions connected | discovery, from any personal consideration be 
i with the government of the country. But] either of fame or safety: and if this inves- te 
| I must, ini the first’ place, remark, that} tigation bad taken place within that pe- P 
} during the whole period in which I was}riod, it is obvious to what an extent of tl 
| ‘treasurer of the navy, I was, at the same | additional suspicion and obloquy I must tt 
| ‘time, the confidential adviser of govern-| have been exposed; and yet from the 
i ment in every thing relating to the admi- | disclosure which has been made, it is now It 
i ‘nistration of the affairs of Scotland, or sup-| evident that such suspicions would have ™ 
I osed to be connected with the general} been groundless, and such obloquy un- be 
i interests of government in that part of the jjust.—It will also be recollected, that with ce 
| kingdom. In that capacity, every person | regard to the sum of 10,0001. put into my tv 
| must readily perceive the impossibility of| hands by Mr. Douglas, there is no room T 
| being so, without having recourse to the|for charging me in that transaction with Ww 
h expenditure of occasional sums for the pur-}any violation of the act of parliament ; tl 
| poses of government ; and, however satis-| for it took place before the act passed: Pp 
‘fied my own conviction may have been,|and whatever restraint I might have beea fe 
‘and however clear the necessity and pro-junder from the terms of my patent, the Ww 
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 segulations either as to placing money in 
the bank, or drawing. it from thence, as 
enacted by the act in 1785, in. no respect 
applied to that ten thousand pounds.— 
The explanation I have now given, applies 
to twenty thousand peunds of the sum men- 
tioned in the report, and, with the addition 
of whatever sum Mr, ‘Trotter was at any 
time in advance for me, in his account cur- 
rent, forms the aggregate of any advance he 
may have made to me, in so far as I can 
speak from the conviction of my own mind, 
It is my belief, that there is some confusion 
in Mr. Trotter’s recollection, when he talks 
of twenty-two thousand pounds, or twenty- 
three thousand pounds, as distinct from the 
advances of “‘ from ten thousand pounds 
to twenty thousand pounds on his ac- 
count current.” Either the one or the 
other of these sums, I conceive, must be 
overstated. I am not aware from what 
materials Mr. Trotter can make several 
of the distinctions he has done in his evi- 
dence, respecting the different funds from 
which such advances were made. It is 
obvious, on the face of his evidence, that 
much of what he stated bears the character 
of after-recollection. A striking example 
of this appears on his second day’s exami- 
nation, when he desires to make an addi- 
tion of two thousand pounds or three 


thousand pounds, to the sum of twenty 
thousand pounds, which he had stated in 


his examination on the preceding day. It 
is true, I have no materials or documents 
by which I can either assist or correct his 
recollection. I was perfectly aware, in 
my own mind, that I was accountable to 
the public for the repayment of a sum to 
the amount of about twenty thousand 
pounds, drawn for confidential purposes, 
exclusive of the forty. thousand pounds to 
be immediately mentioned: but Mr, 'Trot- 
ter was totally ignorant of those appro. 
priations; and if he endeavours, from any 
thing recently avowed, to form a conjec- 
ture concerning them, I am sure it will 
only serve to mislead and confuse him.— 
It is now necessary to advert toa sum 
mentioned by Mr. Trotter as having been 
borrowed by my direction, and on my ac- 
count. He states the sum to be twenty- 
two or twenty-three thousand pounds, 
This certainly differs from my recollection, 
which is clear as to the sum being twenty 
thousand pounds, and the anoual interest 
paid on it one thousand pounds. If, there- 
fore, the three thousand pounds in addition 
was any advance on my account, it must 
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have been on bis account current, or in 
some other mode, which it.is impossible 
for. me to trace. The loan took place a 
few years after I had yhadvisedly left my. 
profession, and was connected with some. 
private family concerns, with which it is 
unnecessary to trouble the house,. I 
serve from the report of<the committee, ~ 
that Mr. Trotter, whom I employed to, 
borrow the money, says he was himself the 
lender: .and, upon his authority, I pre- 
sume he was so. I certainly had no 
knowledge of it at the time, having only 
directed him to procure the loan; and’ 
probably, from the question not being put” 
to him, he has omitted to inform the com< 
mittee, that the circumstance of his having 
been so was only communicated to me 
within these few weeks.—The next parti- 
cular in the report to be observed upon, is 
the sum of 40,000]. advanced for the re- 
lief of Messrs. Boyd and Co.; and it seems 
to be taken for granted, that this transac- 
tion had been suggested by me. If I had 
been .examined, I think there would have 
been found some shades of difference in my 
recollection of the origin of the transaction, 
from what appears upon the evidence re- 
ported. But feeling theu, as I do now, 
the urgent necessity of it, it is immaterial 
to examine whence the suggestion arose. 
There seems no difference of recollection, . 
however, as to. the substance of the trans- 
action, which is fully before you; and I 
have no disposition to exculpate myself 
from any part.of the blame which can be 
supposed imputable to it.—Upon this part 
of the report it will be expected that I 
should advert to what is stated as to my 
not paying interest, when I repaid to Mr. 
Trotter the sums detailed in the report of 
the committee. I do not imagine it will 
be expected by the house, that I should 
give any reason why I did not either pay 
or demand interest on any part of the sums 
of forty and twenty thousand pounds 
withdrawn for other than naval purposes, 
Those sums would have yielded no interest 
if they had remained in the bank; and it 
certainly never entered into my mind to 
conceive, that under the circumstances of 
the case, the public could look for interest 
upon money so applied. It has been al- 
ready mentioned, that for the sum bor- 
rowed under my own authority, interest 
was regularly paid ; and if I was, for years, 
in the practice of paying so large a sum 
annually as interest, it seems to afford a 
pretty strong presumption, that I was nat 
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in the habit of applying the publi¢ money 
i@prest into my hands for the purpose of 
private emolument. In truth, if 1 were to 
enter into any detailed explanations of 
ty own private concerns, I am afraid it 
would be found, that I had, at all times, 
too many proofs of that nature to which 
Tcould have recourse.—Any consideration 
Of interest, therefore, can alone apply to 
the sums which Mr. Trotter was at any 
time in advance for me on my private ac- 
count current with bim. From the lati- 
tede of expression made use of by Mr. 
Trotter, in his original evidence, I find it 
has been inferred, that he was in the prac- 
tice occasionally of making advances to 
‘me, to the extent of ten or twenty thou- 
sand pounds. Mr. Trotter could never 
mean to state, that at any time he had 
advanced to me a sum to that amount, 
He clearly could only mean to speak of 
the aggregate sum advanced on his ac- 
count current with me, adding all the 
items together during the whole progress 
of the account, on which he plainly states 
that there was, at different times, a con- 
siderable balance in my favour, on which 
he did not pay any interest.—I have no 
materials, nor has Mr. Trotter confessedly 
any, by which he could make a statement 
en this subject, more accurately than he 
has hitherto done. But he has very re- 
cently communicated to me his belief, 
that the advance for me of one or two in- 
stalments on what is called the loyalty 
loan, was the only material advance to 
which he meant to allude: and, so far as 
I can form any judgment on the subject, I 
- am inclined to think, that his recollection 
does not much mislead him in this respect. 
When I subscribed ten thousand pounds to 
that loan, I certainly had nut at my com- 
mand the money wherewith to purchase 
the stock; but many who hear me will 
recollect, that it was expected of men in 
public situations that they should give 
countenance to it, and I accordingly did 
(as I believe many others did) give direc- 
tions for subscribing to it, meaning to dis- 
pose of it as soon asI could. The late 
Mr. Henry Drummond arranged this for 
me; but I inadvertently omitting to make 
the transfer at the proper time, and the 
value of the stock having fallen, it remained 
upon my hands. To the best of my re- 
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count with me, or through the house .of 
Messrs. Coutts, I do not precisely know; 
but this I certainly do know and affirm, 
that in this transaction I never had in 
contemplation the prospect of pecuniary 
emolument or advantege, nor indeed did 


I consider it as any part of my private pro. 


perty ; but as soon as the last instalment 
was paid, I executed a power of attorney 
in favour of Messrs. Coutts, not only to 
réceive the dividend upon it, but-to dis. 
pose of the stock itself for the repayment 
of the purchase money, whenever it suited 
their convenience to do so.—The result 
of what I have stated is this, that if Mr, 
Trotter did advance any of the instalmetits 
upon the loyalty loan, beyond what he-wag 
enabled to do by my private funtls passing 
through his hands, and at the same tine 
carried the dividends to my credit in bis 
account, I may have been a gainer, to the 
amount of the dividend which arose from 
what he advanced, above what he might 
have in his hands of my private funds, 
This would be the state of the case in the 
most exaggerated view that could be taken 
of it, even by the most hostile imagination, 
‘The whole dividends upon the stock, du- 
ring the time it was held, did not, in all, 
amount to two thousand pounds; and I 
think I need not add more on this point, 
to prove how unwarranted all the exagge- 
rations have been, which have been pro- 
pagated on the subject of interest.—I must 
also further state, that to the best of my 
belief there passed through Mr. ‘Trotter's 
hands, arising from my salary and other 
private funds, not less, and probably more 
than seventy thousand pounds during the 
fourteen years he served under me in the 
navy pay office.. Norcan it be reasonpbly 
contended, that on an account of the fluc- 
tuating nature I have described, a minute 
calculation of interest on every sum paid 
on either side would have naturally oc- 
curred to the mind of any man. No cir. 
cumstance ever arose between Mr. Trotter 
and myself to call my attention to the subs 
ject, and indeed, from the general impres- 
sion I had of the amount of the sums paid 
or received on my account, the balance 
was too inconsiderable to make the inte+ 
rest an object of importance.—The next 
point to be observed upon in the report of 
the committee is, what they state as theif 
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| collection I remitted the first instalment 
' from money borrowed in Scotland, Mr. 
i ‘Trotter made provision for the remainder, 
| whether by advance on his private ac- 


second head of enquiry, viz. the comme- 
nication said to have been made to Mr 
Pitt by Mr. Raikes. This is a conver 
sation which is.said to have taken -place 
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as far back as 1797 ; and ceftainly any 
recollection I have been able to revive on 
the subject, is rather derived from what 
Mr. Pitt has recently stated to me, than 
from any feeble traces of it which re- 
mained in my own mind. 1 can, there- 
fore, in observing upon this subject, only 
state, that supposing Mr. Pitt to have 
represented to me the communication in 
the precise terms he received it (as to 
which I certainly cannot speak from any 
recollection of my own), I make no doubt 
[ should have treated it as an idle rumour, 
conceiving that it originated in the per- 


mission | was aware I had given to Mr. 


Trotter to withdraw from the bank, and 


- place in the hands of Messrs. Coutts, the 


suis necessary in the regular course of 
thé office, for payment of the small sums 


which are hourly called for, as well as to 


answer the claims of those who were pos- 
sessed of assignments from the competent 
boards consistent with my idea of the 
meaning of the act of parliament which I 
have already detailed at length, 


ander this impression I should naturally 
have so answered Mr. Pitt’s communica- 
tion, and this would so satisfactorily have 
“accounted to me for the report, that I 
should not have thought of making any 
further enquiries on the subject.—The 


third head of enquiry referred to the com- 
mittee, respects the loss sustained through 
Mr. Jellicoe. Being obliged to trouble 
the house so long on other points, it is 
certainly not my intention to detain you 
of this: and however ruinous to me it 
would have been if the loss had fallen 
upon me, I own it is the point of - all 
others, on which my mind has heen least 
anxious in the course of all these inves- 
tigations. My fame, not my fortune, is 
the object of consideration with me. | 
have appeared before this house to vin- 
dicate the former; and as to the latter, 
the evidence is in your hands, and upon 
that you will form your opinion. When 
it is so clearly established, that the loss 
had occurred previous to my having any 
connection with the treasurership of the 
navy, and that by no: means in my power 
the loss could have been prevented or 
diminished, I should feel myself most 
Brievously injured, if his majesty had not 
been advised to give me the relief I re- 
ceived. I am strongly impressed with a 
conviction, that if Mr. Jellicoe had lived, 
and had: been in a situation to establish 


his beneficial interest in the invention for | 


Tt was. 
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which the patent was #ranted, the public: 
would, from its value, have been glad to 
have purchased the patent, at a higher 
price than the loss which has been sus- 
tained by his failure; and if Iam right in 
that impression, it is a consolation at least 
to feel, that the public enjoys the benefit - 
of the invention, as 1 understand it is in 
general use, without any compensation, 
except in so far as the loss in question can 
be considered as such.—Before concluding 
my observations on the report of your 
committee, it is necessary to advert to a 
circumstance not particularly dwelt upon 
by the committee, but which, from the 
tendency of some libellous publications 
that have been shewn to me, seems to be 
enlarged upon with great assiduity, as af- 
fording grounds of dark and mysterious 
suspicion. [| allude to the clause in the 
release produced by Mr. Trotter, relative 
to the destroying the vouchers of al] pecu- 
niary transactions between him and me. 
I have likewise heard, that the terms of 
this clause have even operated on the 
minds of candid and honourable men; 
and therefore [ should be wanting in justice 
to myself and respect to them, if I were 
to pass it over without particular observa- 
tion: and [ am confident, whether you ex- 
amine this charge upon the only evidence 
before you, of upon the glaring absurdity 
of the imputation itself, you will be con- 
vinced how perfectly groundless and inja- 
rious it is.—Let us first examine the evi- 
defice upon the subject, atid it must im- 
mediately occur to your observation, that 
I was at the distance of four hundred miles, 
when this release was prepared and trans- 
mitted to me for signature. I have no re- 
collection whether it was brought to me by 
any man of business, Or was transmitted 
in a blank cover to me from London. [ 
think this last most probable, as it appears 
that I received it at my son’s house in the 
country, and the witnessés who attest my 
signature are two of my servants. I am 
confident there was nothing to call my par- 
ticular attention to this clause; and if there 
had, it does not occur to tne now, that it 
would have struck me as any thing unusual, 
or meaning more than a clause of common 
form, expressive of an obligation on the 
parties not to keep in their possession any 
receipts, or other vouchers, whith could 
be made the ground of a claim by the heirs 
of either party against the other.—I do not, 
however, enlarge upon this observation; 
the fact certainly being, that the. clause 
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made no impression upon me of any kind, 
nor had F. a recollection of its existence, 
till it was mentioned to me by a near rela- 
tion of my own, who now hears me, and 
this after Mr. ‘Trotter had been called be- 
fore your committee.—The next remark on 
the evidence is, the almost certainty it af- 
fords, that I was never consulted on the 
insertion of such a clause, nor in a situa. 
tion to be sao. I have already informed 
you, that ] was at the distance. of four 
hundred miles from London, where the 
deed was prepared; and in addition to this 
circumstance, you have the most positive 
testimony from Mr, Trotter, that I was 
neither consulted, nor did I give auy in- 
He is asked expressly, 
“ Did lord Melville give you any instruc- 
“tions for inserting the clause to destroy 
“vouchers in the release, before it was 
“ drawn up?” He answers, “ he did not.” 
« Did you know of his having given such 
“ instructions to any other person ?’’ “I do 
“not.” Sostands Mr. Trotter's evidence, 
every word of which you must believe to 
be a falsehood, before you can give the 
smallest credit to the imputation of any 
such concert or conspiracy as has been sur- 
mised.—The evidence does not rest here; 
for, in so far as negative evidence can go 
upon sucha point, it is as strong as it can 
be in any case. Mr. Spottiswoode having 
unfortunately died within these few months, 
we are deprived of the benefit of his evi- 
dence; but you have that of his partner 
and of his son: and if I had given any 
special directions to Mr. Spottiswoode re- 
specting this clause, it is most probable 
that those gentlemen. would have known 
it fram my correspondence, or learnt it 
from their conversations with Mr. Spottis- 
woode at the time.—If, therefore, you are 
to proceed on the only evidence before you 
on this subject, it is impossible for you to 
believé the foul suspicions which are en- 
deavoured to be reared upon this circum- 
stance.—But I maintain, further, the whole 
charge is not more defective in point of 
evidence, than it is palpably absurd on the 
face of it. If.it means any thing, it must 
mean that Mr. Trotter and I, being con- 
scious of some foul transactions, had re- 
solved to destroy the evidence of them. 
Allowing the‘premises, the conclusion is a 
fair one; but the mode of executing that 
intention would have been the most extra- 
ordinary that ever was imagined. If Mr. 
Trotter and myself had formed the plan of 
destroying such evidence, what prevented 
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our meeting together, any day we pleased, 
and actually carrying our purpose into ex- 
ecution? but it would have been a most 
extraordinary proceeding, not only to have 
informed Mr, Spottiswoode and his part. 
ners and clerks of our intention, but to 
have recorded that intention in a fomnal 
deed, unnecessarily and wantonly confes~ 
sing our own guilt, and publishing to every 
person who saw the deed, the means we 
had taken to cover it.—Tbis observation 
acquires much additional force, when it is 
remarked, that the deed contains a clause 
of registration; and if either of the parties 
should ever have occasion to have recourse 
to it as an obligation against the other, it 
was necessary it should be recorded in the 
supreme court of the kingdom, and an ex. 
tract of the deed, containing the clause 
itself, produced in the court, before which 
any suit might be brought, for enforcing 
the obligation it is supposed to contain.— 
If, after combining all these particulars, 
whether arising out of the positive and ne- 
gative evidence which is before you, or 
from a contemplation of the manifest ab- 
surdities in which the charge is involved, 
any person cau still allow himself, for one 
moment to harbour such a suspicion in his 
mind, I must confess myself totally unable 
to combat the malignity and prejudices ofa 
inind so deeply tainted.—But in order that 
no circumstance may be oraitted which can 
give a shadow of truth to this supposed con 
spiracy, we are desired to attend to the 
circumstance of its bearing date soon after 
the commissioners of naval enquiry were 
appointed. But those who attend to this 
remark will immediately perceive, that it 
is liable to every observation on the absur. 
dity of it which has been already adveried to, 
If the parties concerned were panic-struck 
by a dread of the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, was it not more natural for them 
to have had immediate recourse to the 
destruction of these dangerous documents 
of guilt, instead of entering into an obli- 
gation on the subject, liable to all objec- 
tions and difficulties which have been point- 
ed out? They surely had no ground to 
imagine, that this release would not be pro- 
duced, as well as the documents meant to 
be destroyed ; and I certainly, without any 
breach of charity, may be permitted to 
suppose, that not one of the vouchers 
meant to be destroyed could have been 
dwelt upon with more ingenuity and aspe- 
rity than this release, which the parties are 


said to have framed, for the purpose of 
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- govering all the guilt which it is supposed 
those vouchers would have proved.—I shall 

. only further observe, that if this deed was 
meant to impose any active obligation upon 
me, 1 have certainly been very remiss in 
the performance of it. On my leaving 
Somerset Place I destroyed many useless. 
rs. J did. the same when I left Wim- 
bledon three years ago. I likewise did so 
when I left London two years after, and I 
have occasionally done the same during 
my subsequent residence in Scotland: but 
[cannot charge my memory with having 
ever destroyed any voucher, from a sense 
of the obligation contained in this release. 
As to the act of parliament appointing the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, I believe 
nobody imagined that any thing but the 
abuses in the dock-yards were the real ob- 
ject of their appointment. ‘Ihe abuse now 
complained of in the practice of the navy 
pay-office had been rectified before bill 
passed; and I could not suppose it was in- 
tended to remedy abuses which had been 
already corrected. At the time I was 
applied to for the release | was living com- 
fortably aud happily with my family and 
amongst my friends in Scotland, not con- 
ceiving that I ever should be the object of 
attack as treasurer of the navy; and per- 
haps I am not very far mistaken in think- 
ing, that if I bad continued in that seces- 
sion from public situation, the attack would 
never have been directed against me.—I 
am ashamed to have troubled the house at 
go great a length omthis part of the evi- 
dence subjoined to the report, but for the 
reasons I began by stating, I thought it 
impossible for me to avoid it; and I have 
only further to observe, that there is not 
gne word in the release of any intention 
or obligation to destroy existing hooks or 
accounts. I am led to make this remark, 
from observing in some of the proceedings 
before the committee, an inclination to 
connect with the release the non-existence 
of some of Mr. Trotter’s books and ac- 
counts.—I have now finished the observa- 
tions which I have been desirous of laying 
before the house; and in the course of 
them, I trust I have been successful in my 
resolution of refraining from any asperity 
of language, expressive of the feelings I 
may be supposed to possess on the subject 
of the proceedings which have been di- 
rected against me for these many months 
past. If] ever give vent to any such feel- 
ings, it will not be in this place. This is 
Rot such a conclusion as I had hoped for, 


and as I think I had a right to expect to a 
long and laborious life, devoted to the ser- 
vice of my country; but I feel within my- 
self a strength and fortitude of mind ade~ 
quate to every suffering I have undergone, 
or by which I may still be harassed.. My 
enemies are misteken, if they suppose that 
my spirits are easily to be broken down by 
any exertions in their power; but I wish I 
could, with equal truth, assure them, that 
I was as unassailable in other quarters ; the 
lashes intended for me have indeed cruelly 
lacerated the feelings of many valuable 
friends, and of others more nearly and 
dearly connected with me, and perhaps 
these strokes are the harder, as some of 
them have come from hands whence they 
were least expected. I shall, however, 
avoid dwelling on such topics, and thank 
the house for the indulgence they have at 
present shewn to- me.—Neither shall I 
trouble you much on the motion I have 
heard to be intended after I retire. Asno 
such motion has yet been made, I am at 
liberty to speak freely of it, and I think 
my understanding is not so blinded on the 
subject, as to mislead my judgment with 
regard to the very extraordinary circum 
stances under which such a motion would 
now be brought forward. If an impeach- 
ment had been proposed on the 8th of 
April last, it would, at least, have -come 
as an entire question, when no part of the 
punishment would have preceded the trial. 
I know I may be told, that being removed 
from a high and important trust, and se- 
parated by the interposition of parliament 
from the councils of my sovereign, is no 
punishment, I will not stop to discuss 
such puerilities; but I shall beg only to 
ask, whether what has already taken place 
does not probably amount to as much, as 
even in the case of a conviction upon: an 
impeachment would have taken place? 
A declaration of incapacity to serve his ma 
jesty in any place of confidence or trust, 
would, even under such circumstances, 
have been considered as a punishment not 
wanting in due severity.. The house of 
commons have not done this in terms, but 
they have done it in substance from what 
passed on the Sth of April and subsequent 
occasions.—You have gone further. To 
punishment you have added an attack upon 
the remains of my private fortune, by your 
direction to the attorney-general. It may 
be said, this is only reclaiming unlaw. 
ful gains. Is that so clear a case? and 
does it not admit of some doubt, whether 
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claims upon me would be canfined solely. 


to what I have received? But in any view, 
is it no additional punishment to be harass- 
ed, God knows how long, in acourt of law, 
by an investigation of my whole private 
concerns for a great. part of my life, with- 
eut any documents or vouchers of any kind 
to aid my recollection in any one parti- 


‘cular ?—Indeed, when I take a review of 


these past proceedings, I can scarcely bring 
myself to believe that a motion of impeach- 
ment .can be seriously intended. If any 
such intention has been entertained, it 
must have been conceived in a moment of 
sudden violence, forgetting all that has 
been already said or done upon this sub 
ject. Is it meant that a civil prosecution, 
uader the direction of the attorney-gene- 
ral, is to be going on in one place, where 
J} am to be examined upon oath, and the 
result of that examination communicated 
to the managers of the impeachment, to 
aid them, in their conduct of their criminal 


~ accusation. in another place ?—TI am con- 


firmed in my conviction, that an impeach- 
ment can never be seriously intended or 
persevered in, from attending to other 
circumstances, and in particular to that 
of the many illustrious names, members 
ef another house of parliament, which 
have been pretixed to requisitions for 
ealling meetings, or have actually aiten- 
ded them in various parts of the country, 
expressing very violent and inflammatory 
opinions, founded on what they supposed 
to be the import of the resolutions passed 
by the house of commons. In the case of 
an impeachment, these peers would be the 
judges of the person chiefly aimed at in 
those extrajudicial proceedings. It will 
scarcely be supposed, that no communi- 
eations on this subject have passed be- 
tween the great authorities in this house, 
who have taken a lead in its proceedings, 


and many of those noble lords to whom | 


have referred, and it is altogether incon- 
sistent with a belief of such communica- 
tions, to suppose that a motion of im- 
peachment could be intended; for it ap- 


_penrs incredible, that under such circum- 


stances, those high and honourable cha- 
racters could have been induced to take 
a:part so. totally irreconcileable with the 
judicial functions they might be called 
upon to perform.—lI believe I am accurate 
in. the recollection of a circumstance which 
jast occurs tome. It was on the occasion 
of the trials a few-years ago at Maidstone, 
the circumstances of. which will be easily 


recollected. A gentleman of the name of 
Raikes was challenged as a juryman, and 
the challenge sustained, on aecout of his 
having been heard to. utter intemperate 
language with regard to the objects of the 
trials; and this was considered as suffe 
cient to disqualify him from sitting as a 
juryman upon their trial.—It has beey 
rumoured, that other modes of trial have 
been thought of, in the shape of indictment, 
But on that subject, likewise, I am dis- 
posed to be incredulous: for I am sure, if 
any. such measure had been in contem- 
plation, no member of parliament would 
have been induced to take part in the ha- 
rangues and resolutions of meetings of 
every description, and even in this me 
tropolis, calculated to poison the public 
feelings, and prejudice the minds of those 
from whom the jurymen must be selected, 
if such criminal prosecution were to take 
place.—Upon this subject of prosecution 
by indictment, I must repeat the same ob- 
servation I have already made on that of 
impeachment. It would be an attempt 
at double punishment. Fine or imprison. 
ment are the usual modes of punishment 
in the case of a conviction on an indict 
meut in a court of law ; but is there any 
man, circumstanced as I have been in life, 
who would ever consider what has hap- 
pened in consequence of the interposition 
of parliament, as a lesser punishment than 
that which I have stated as the usual result 
of a criminal conviction? This proposi- 
tion may be distorted by any subterfuge 
which ingenuity may devise; but it is 
impossible seriously to maintain, that an 
attack upon me, in the form of a criminal 
-prosecution, would not be an attempt to 
load me with reiterated punishment, and 
that too, aggravated by the methods which 
have ‘been already resorted to, for the 
purpose of poisoning and prejudicing the 
public mind.—These impressions are so 
strong and so convincing to my mind, 
that I feel secure no further proceedings 
will be- taken against me, and therefore I 
should think myself guilty of an unneces- 
sary waste of your time, if I were to insist 
upon them more at large. Perhaps I 
ought to be aware, that in cases of persons 
of rank, and who have filled high situa 
tions in government, their accusers may 
think themselves at liberty to pursue lines 
of conduct, which would be reckoned re- 
prehensible and oppressive, if adopted in 
the case of a cottager or a peasant: but 
even that has its bounds, and there are 
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certain fixed and unalterable principles, 
which cannot be departed from, in any 
case, Without weakeniug in the minds of 
all ranks, that confidence in the pure admi- 
nistration of justice, which is essential to 
the happiness and safety of every inhabi- 
tant of a free cOuntry.—I have already 
expressed my hopes, that nothing in the 
course of this day has fallen from me, in 
any degree disrespectful to the assembly 
which, with their indulgence, I bave been 
permitted to address. But I equally trust, 
] cannot be liable to censure, if I have not, 
in aay part of what I have said, shewn a 
disposition to deprecate, by humiliating 
submission, any of the future evils which 
may be in contemplation against me. I 
have lived too long not to know, that 
popular clamour often dies away as rapidly 
as it is excited. <A time may come, and I 
hope it is not far distant, when those who 
now pursue my conduct with such unex- 
ampled rigour, will perceive their error, 
and become conscious of the injustice I 
have suffered through misconception and 
misrepresentation.— Circumstances not in 
my power with honour to control, debar 
me from the possibility of uttering what 
it would be undoubtedly my personal in- 
terest to disclose. .1 despair not, even in 
my own time, to receive ample justice 
from my deluded country. ‘This is, how- 
ever, not the period to enter upon that 
theme. But I feel the consciousness of 
my own rectitude deeply implanted in my 
breast, and I shail descend to my grave 
with the heartfelt satisfaction, that, how- 
ever the shafts of severity and cruelty may 
be levelled against me at the present mo- 
ment, the future impartial historian will 
be able to hand down my name, in the list 
of those who have strenuously, and I hope 
not ineffectually, exerted, during a long 
life of public service, their unremitting 
endeavours to promote the welfare and the 
dearest and most essential interests of 
their country.—His lordship then with- 
drew, and after a short pause, 

Mr. Whitbread rose and spoke as follows: 
—Sir, it must have been a great satisfaction 
to the house, I am sure it has been a great 
satisfaction to me, that-the noble lord who 
is the subject of accusation, and against 
whom the house of commons came to certain 
resolutions on a former night, has at last 
taken an opportunity of defending himself. 
It would be a further source of satisfaction 
to me, if the noble lord could have been 


present during the observations I shall 
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have occasion to make upon tlfat defence. 
After the noble lord had stated his con- 
viction of his innocence, one would natu- 
rally have expected, that, in order to have 
proved it, and in order that he might have 
appeared to posterity in the colours he 
wished to be represented in, he would have 
said, “ find me some means of being put on 
iny trial; find me some means of proving 
my innocence; let me vot rest on my own 
assertions,” those assertions. contradictory - 
with one another, contradictory with the 


‘evidence of others, and with his own evi- 


dence on oath; those assertions which, in 
the present state of the question, it is im- 
possible for us to take notice of, and I am 
persuaded the house of commons will not 
be contented with. But the noble lord, 
supposing be was willing to put himself on. 
his trial, which it appears he is most un- 
willing to do, has told us that there is no 
tribunal by which be can be tried. He 
says, “you must not impeach me, because 
you have prejudged my cause ; you cannot 
try me, because unfavourable impressions 
have been excited in the public mind 
against me.” Undoubtedly impressions of 
an unfavourable nature have been made 
in the mind of every man, they have found 
their vent in expressions of public indig- 
nation ; and now, because he has conduc- 
ted himself in a way which has created the 
prejudice he complains of, he says, “my 
conduct has been such, that I cannot be 
tried.” He says, “I challenge and arraign, 
not the pannel of the jury, not the array, 
but the whole country ; there is not a man’ 
fit to sit on my trial ;” that if there was 
an impartial tribunal, yet that you have so 
fettered yourselves by your proceedings, 
that you have rendered yourselves incom- 
petent to vote either on the motion which 
I shall propose to you, or even on any 
other. I deny the assertion. There is no 
proceeding we have already adopted which 
is inconsistent with any other we may 
adopt, and I call on the right hon. gent? 
opposite (the attorney general) carefully to 
watch every word I shall offer to the house. 
I beg leave to say this, because there was 
something in the speech of the noble lord, 
which reminds me of what fell on a former 
evening from a right hon. gent. (Mr. Can- 
ning) as to what was the sense of the com- 
mittee on this subject. He asked me whe- 
ther, in addressing the house, I spoke as 
the organ of the committee of whicgh I was 
a member. The question was unnecessary, 


“2 well knew I did not speak as the 
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organ of that committee. I did not pro- 
fess todoso. If the committee had ex- 
pressed its sentiments to this house by any 
organ, it would have been by its chairman 


_ im preference to me; but although the 


question was not necessary, it might not 
have been put without design. The right 
hon. gent. might have meant to have insi- 
nuated, that if I did not speak as the organ 
of the committee, I perhaps spoke against 
the sense of the committee. That insi- 
nuation I deny. Whatever the private 
opinions of the committee were, they have 
expressed none; and I am at liberty to 
give notice, and to make the motion which 
1 shall have the honour of submitting to 
the house. With regard to the proceed- 
ings, they stand thus: the house of com- 
mons voted the 14 resolutions of the 8th 
of April, after which I proposed that the 
whole of the report should be referred to 
a select committee, meaning to enquire 
into lord Melville's participation of the 
profits of the public money. The house 
thought proper to restrict the committee, 
and I wes persuaded to bring forward a 
motion fora civil process. Feeling the 
difficulties with which I had to contend, 
‘I abstained from making the motion | in- 
tended, and the house only voted for a 
select committee with restrictions, which 
were found ineffectual, and were directly 
against that course of justice which would 
-but for those restrictions have been pur- 
sued. A civil suit was moved as well as 
a criminal prosecution. The house adup- 
ted the civil suit; but is that to be con- 
sidered as a bar to the prosecution? Wiil 
any man profess that the one can operate 
as a bar tothe other? Were it so, in what 
situation would the commons of England 
stand? What would be the power of the 
crown, if, when any person was guilty of 
malversation in office, the crown could 
direct a civil process against him, and it 
was to be considered as a bar to an im- 
peachment ‘by the commons; or if the 
crown was to order the attorney general 
to institute a civil process, in what situa- 
tion would the justice of the country be 
placed, if it could be contended that this 
was abar to acriminal prosecution? | 
‘would ask, are there never two different 
processes going forward at the same time ? 
Are such proceedings unknown to the law 
of the land? In the common case of an 
assault, we often find that a civil action 


-and acriminal prosecution are both insti- 
“tuted at the same time, Where a case is 


so atrocious as to call not only for resti. 
tution, but also for example on the part 
}of the public, the two actions stand on the 
same foundation. Is there any difference 
as to the principle in the present instance} 
The civil suit is to recover money, the 
criminal prosecution to®punish the of. 
fender. Notwithstanding all the noble 
lord has said, sure I am that the country 
would not consider the restitution of the 
money from the pocket of the noble lord, 
as any compensation. But, supposing that 
having ordered the civil process, the law 
was that we could not have the impeach- 
ment, what in such case should we do? 
We should cut the knot. We should order 
the learned gent. over the way (the attor- 
ney general) to abandon the civil process, 
But there is another thing which [ might 
propose. I might propose that the civil 
suit should be suspended—certainly it 
should either be abandoned as unworthy 
of the least consideration in the punish. 
ment of the delinquent, or it should be 
suspended till the criminal prosecution 
was atanend. The noble lord has said, 
‘* will you do this with respect to my case, 
which was never done in any instance 
before? Will you allow the evidence 
against me to be taken out of one court, 
to be produced against me in another?” 
No, I would not. What was the case with 
regard to Mr, Hastings, when he was im- 
peached bythe commons? A civil process 
instituted by an individual was going on 
against him in the court of chancery at 
the same time. Lord Thurlow ordered 
it tobe suspended. This is what I recom- 
meud to be done in the present case: 
let the civil process be suspended. I 
should, however, imagine, that the right 
hon. and learned gent. over the way has 
not made any very great progress in ob- 
taining the evidence that may be necessary 
to give effect to the civil prosecution. I do 
not think he has any evidence that would 
be of much use to those who conducted 
the criminal prosecution.—With regard to 
the latter part of the noble lord’s speech, 
in which he appeals to the feelings of the 
house, I have only to say, that there is 
no man more alive to such an appeal than 
Iam. Iam not surprized that a person in 
his high station, so degraded as he is, 
should feel as he professes to do, the si 
tuation in which he is placed. I hope 
every man feels for such a degradation of 
rank. For the relatives of the noble lord 


I feel-unfeigned sorrow and regret; but it 
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js not for me or any man to suffer those 
feelings to interfere with the duty due 
tothe public. Itis the case with every 
man who commits an act which subjects 
him to the animadversion of the law. 
Some of his relations must necessarily suf- 
fer, perhaps more than he does himself.— 
But, sir, as to the defence set up by the 
noble lord, it does fall so far short of any 
thing calculated to diminish the ground of 
accusation against the noble lord, that 
I confess it appears to me he has ra- 
ther furnished topics on those parts where 
I felt that nothing new could be said, and 
on which the house of commons have al- 
ready voted condemnation. The noble 
lord has said, and his friends have said, 
has he not been already sulliciently punish- 
ed? I answer, he has not, The resolutions 
voted by this house were carried to the foot 
of the throne; they contained a proposi- 
tion to remove him from his majesty’s per- 
son and government. The noble lord re- 
signed his office of first lord of the admi- 
ralty. The right hon. the chancellor of 
the exchequer suffered him to withdraw 
himself from the punishment which would 
have attended the carrying those resolu- 
tions into effect. At a subsequent time, 
when there was a notice of a motion given 
to remove him from his majesty’s councils, 
the right hon. gent. again suffered him to 
withdraw his name. The striking his name 
from the list of privy council, was the mere 
act of the sovereign by the advice of the 
right hon. gent. who would not have given 
it, if he had not expected that he would 
have been beaten, if the question had been 
discussed in this house. Now I say, that, 
on the report of the select cominittee, such 
new matter has come out, that it is impos- 
sible not to move the impeachment, or 
some other criminal proceeding. It was 
said, that it was not necessary to go into 
the enquiry as to the participation, and re- 
strictions were imposed on the committee, 
which precluded the enquiry ; but, without 
any intention, things did incidentally come 
out, that induce me to charge the noble 
lord with having participated in the profits 
of the public money. It may be said, 
“You did not intend to enquire into that 
charge.” ‘True; but it would have been 
a@ gross dereliction of our duty if we had 
not enquired into all the circumstances, 
after we had partly discovered them. Re- 
duce this to the analogy of private life. 
Suppose an agent or steward was to be 
guilty of partiality towards a tenant, to 


the prejudice of his landlord—suppose the 
landlord should say to a lawyer, * exa.« 
mine into his accounts; but he is so far 
from having been guilty of peculation, that 
I do not eveu suspect him ; therefore you 
need not make any enquiry on that point.” 
Suppose, on ifvestigating the charge of 
partiality, that it should appear there were 
symptoms of corruption, and that the 
steward had been partial from corrupt mo 
tives, would it not be proper, in such case, 
to proceed with the enquiry? If it inciden- 
tally comes to the knowledge of the house 
of commons, that the noble lord has acted 
irom corrupt motives, what can the house 
do but adopt the impeachment I have pro- 
posed, in order that, by a full trial of all 
the facts, the guilt or innocence of the no- 
ble lord may appear ? Give me leave to say, 
that lapprehend we are but on the verge and 
brink of that system of corruption which 
has just been discovered. But by the foot of 
Hercules you may judge of his size; by 
the finger of a giant you may form an 
estimate of his strength. Whether my sus- 
picions are well or ili founded, it is impos- 
sible for me to say; but I am satisfied itcan- 
not be proved that the noble lord is inno- 
cent, unless he does pass on his trial. We 
cannot blink the conduct of his lord- 
ship. Upon the report of the select com- 
mittee, 1 churge the noble lord, and call 
on the house to impeach him on three dis- 
tinct grounds. First, to impeach him for 
the infringement of a direct act of parlia- 
ment, and a high breach of duty, in vio- 
lating that law, which be has contended 
he did not-violate; and 1 now redeem the 
pledge I gave on a former night, to submit 
a motion to the house for a prosecution 
against the noble lord, for participating in 
the emoluments derived from the use of 
the public money. I also charge him with 
having, by false pretences, detrauded the 
public of money; and, above all, by the 
acquittance he obtained on account of the 
business of Mr. Jellicoe, What he suffered 
to be done by Mr. Trotter was a manifest 
evasion of the law. He says he never 
evaded the law of the land, or that if he 
violated the law, he did not violate it 
grossly. 1 maintain he did violate the law 
in the grossest manner. Did we know of no- 
thing more than what iscontained in the 10th 
report, it would be sufficient; I therefore 
shall detain the house as short a time as 
possible. We find, in the first instance, 
that Mr, Trotter had the authority of the- 
noble lord to draw all the money for the 
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navy. pay-office cut of the bank. ‘The no- 
ble Jord confessed to certain sums being 
drawn from the bank, and placed. in the 
bands of a private banker, as necessary to 
the business of theotlice. ‘The noble lord 
would have us believe that there was some 
limitation with regard to the mode of draw- 
ing on the bank. J maintain be bad un- 
limited power. He drew for a million at a 
time, and be might have drawn for all the 
money in the bank, and he might have 
-placed it where he pleased. ‘These are facts 
which have been acknowledged, and there- 
fore I need scarcely take any notice ot 
them. ‘The noble lord put the public mo- 
ney beyond his own contro]. After it was 
placed in the hands of Messrs. Coutts, 
-the noble lord had nothing to do with 
it. Messrs. Coutts might have gone off 
-with it, without the possibility of Mr. Trov- 
ter’s obtaining restitution. Lord Melville 
not only delegated this power to Mr. Trot- 
ter, but Mr. Trctter delegated it to Mr. 
Wilson. When Mr. Trotter went to Scot- 
land, he left Mir. Wilson bank drafts to 
he filled up as be thought proper. Mr. 
- Wilson aright have taken the money to 
Drummond’s, without being answerable to 
either lord Melville or Mr. ‘Trotter. Mr. 
Wilson might have done the same thing as 
to any other clerk in the office, and that 
clerk as 10 another in an inferior capacity ; 
so that there might have been no end to the 
risk the public ran by lord Melville giv- 
ing his implicit confidence to Mr. "Trotter, 
and allowing him to draw money from the 
bank. I am afraid these deputies’ deputies 
are a greatdeal too common. This reminds 
me of astory of a sovereign coming into an 
apartment of bis palace, and finding a rag- 
ged boy busily employed in doing what he 
employed a servant in scarlet livery for. 
Upon the king asking bim who he was, he 
replied, ain the page’s page's page’s 
page.” In the present case, there was no 
reason why the principle might not have 
been continued to the lowest deputy in 
office. 1 have expressed a strong opinion 
of the conduct of the right hon. gent. over 
the way (Mr.Canning). I think he is to blame 
for not having dismissed Mr. Wilson. With 
regard to Mr. Wilson, from what I have 
seen of him, I am induced to think that no 
one can be more correct than he appears to 
be. No person could have given his tes- 
mony with more candour and fairness than 
he did. I have heard that in his office he 
is highly useful; but having heard that, I 
think the right hon. gent, is not justified in 


continuing him in the ofhce under him: for, 
whethos it was from misapprehension of 
the consequence of his refusal to answer 
the naval commissioners, yet certain it 
was, he did stand mute, when he might have 
given very useful information. ‘This was 
a line of conduct by no means creditable 
to him, and it ought to have been marked 
by that punishment which would bave been 
inflicted by his dismissal.—The noble lord 
has said, that to these articles of charge, 
he never had any opportunity, before this, 
of making any defence. He forgets that 
be was examined on oath before the naval 
commissioners; he is no novice,in busi- 
ness; yet, though the question was not 
put to him in writing, one would haye 
thought he could: have given intelligible 
answers, He said he was taken by surptise. 
But this is not-all. When the tenth report 
was printed, how did it happen ‘that the 
noble lord did notsee the precedent sooner 
which he had very properly availed himself 
of this day? Why did he not write a letter 
to you, sir, before, desiring to be heard in 
his defence at the bar of the house? No 
person is more acquainted with precedents 
than the noble lord. But what does he do? 
He writes to the commissioners, and says, 
“TI should wish to be examined again, in 
order to make an explanation of some part 
of my evidence.” Does he say he will go be- 
fore the house of commous? No! he writes 
the letter to the commissioners, and states 
that he will lay it before the house of com. 
mons as his entire defence to the charge. 
There was no charge of direct participa- 
tion, nor was. there now, until the noble 
lord spoke. When the noble lord observed 


of office, he said a great many extraordi- 
nary things. He stated, that the act of parlia- 
ment was very incomplete ; that it was not 
so good as the paymuster’s act, that the 
one was a short act and the other a long 
one, comprising a much greater number of 
clauses; that the one did not go quite so 
far as the other. It was the noble lord 
who brought in the act, and he had many 

Opportunities aflorded him of amending it, 
and of altering it where it required regu- 
lation. Have not the public reason to 
blame him for not coming to parliament 
for a new bill, if the first was insufficient? 
With regard ‘to Mr. Trotter, who is the 


this business was conducted, the noble lord 
would have you believe that Mr. ‘Trotter 
is not a person in whom confidence ought 


with regard tothe conduct and machinery © 


person through whose agency the whole of 
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tobe reposed. He said, he knew he had 
some money of him, but he would have 
ns believe it was a small sum, though he 
knew that Mr. Wilson drew out 40,0001. 
tu be disposed of in a way to which I shall 
pot allude this night, because it will be a 
-gubject ot future discussion.—With respect 
to the money in the hands of the private 
banker, for which interest was paid, the 
noble lord says, that the reason it was so 
placed was owing to the circumstance of 
his knowing that it was the custom of the 
bankers of Scotland to allow interest for 
the money lodged in their hands. He 
must have known that it was not the cus- 
tom of Messrs. Coutts or Drummond to 
allow interest, at least in ordinary trans- 
actions. In extraordinary transactions, 
where large balances are left in bankers’ 
hands for a’ certain time, they do give a 
small interest while it is in their possession. 
1 think the noble lord is sufficiently conver- 
sant with business to know what the cus- 
tom is; but he states that Mr. ‘Trotter 
_advised him ; and yet he pronounces a pane- 
gyric on him, stating that he recommended 
-himself, by the hints he gave for the relief 
ofseamen. All this might be very useful ; 
but if Mr. Trotter had deceived him, he 
should not ave continued him in office, 
but he should have told the right hon, gent. 
-(Mr, Canning) that he was not the man 
whom it was proper to employ. The no- 
ble lord said, Mr. Trotter would have gi- 
yen evidence to the effect he had stated, 
if he had been asked this or that question, 
which would have given him the opportu. 
nity. He has been asked'in various ways, 
whether lord Melville participated in the 
profits of the public money, and he said 
he never would give any account, The 
noble lord says, that previous to his exa- 
mination before the naval commissioners, 
there was such a mixed account that he 
could not particularize it. Is there any 
man of common sense who will believe 
that Mr. Trotter could not have discrimi- 
nated between the different items of the 
-account by the mere operation of subtrac- 
tion ? Would the noble lord believe Mr. 
Coutts if he should say to him, * really I 
have lost my books of accounts, but I 
have 50,0001. of your money, you must 
take it as youcan.” Even in that case, it 
would be easy to ascertain the precise na- 
ture of the account. It would only be ne- 
essary to go to the different counters at 
‘the bank, and desire the clerks to write 
down the ditferent balances of the public 


money. ‘The result would be, that all 
above that would be his lordship’s private 
property. You are-told, that if Trot- 
ter’s accounts are complicated, Coutts’s 
are more so. Suppose Trotter was to ask 
what money he had at Coutts’s, and was 
to be told that the accounts of the shop 
were so blended, that it was impossible to 
separate the one from the other, would 
Mr. Trotter believe this? Such an asser= 
tion would be fundamentally false. With 
regard to Mr. Trotter’s fortune, it is all 
public money. He was a person originally 
not in an affluent situation. It was be- 
cause he was a meritorious man that lord 
Melville promoted him. To what? Toa 
salary of thousands? No, to five hundred 
a year only. Did that enable him to en- 
joy the comforts and luxuries of life, and 
at the same time to increase his fortune to 
an extent enabling him to lend large sums 
of money to lord Melville? It was either 
public money, or money illegally laid out. 
Lord Melville says the act of parliament is 
so constructed that it is impossible to abide 
by it. I should have said, make the act 
consistent. Would any one think of giving 
a banker’s check to a poor seaman who 
came for a small sum of money? Certainly 
not. Consequently there must be money 
at the office for the regular payments re- 
quired to be made. It would be impossi- 
ble to be resorting continually either to a 
private banker's, or even to the bank. The 
noble lord had again pronounced a pane~ 
gyric on Mr. Trotter : he says there was no 
loss, no risk in what was done. [ am 
really ashamed to take up the timie of the 
house in arguing this part of the case. [¢ 
is the weakest part of the defence to state 
that it was for greater safety and expedition 
that the money was at a private banker's. 
By law it ought to have been at tlie bank of 
England ; against law it was at a private 
banker’s; the risk was therefore run by 
lord Melville, whose money it was not.— 
Before I proceed to the question of. parti- 
cipation, I come to the losses to the pub- 
lic. I believe that if this trial were to go 
on, it would be found the public have sus- 
tained losses to a considerable amount. 
In one instance, there is the sum of 2000]. 
a year, for 10 years, the noble lord’s ad- 
ditional salary, which has clearly been lost 
to the public. Why was that salary grant- 
ed? It was oncondition that he should not 
take the money out of the bank. -He has 
violated that condition, and he ought there- 
fore to return the salary he has received, to 
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de that which he has not done. The sub- 


"ject of the navy bills will be for future in- 


vestigation, when the trial is gone into, 


He says, there are only two persons who 


ean give any information, himself and Mr. 
Trotter. He bas not positively denied 
that he made a profit of the public money. 
As to Mr. Trotter, he would not inform 
ou. He was examined twoor three times. 
is asked a question respecting Mr. 
Tierney, which he answers, and then an- 
other as to lord Melville, which he refuses 
toanswer. He afterwards came back with 
@ written statement of the advances to lord 
Melville; he has three days to consider; 
he makes a deliberate statement of ad- 
vances of from 10 to 20,000]. Mr. Trotter 
is described as a' person of infirm memory, 
but he recollects himself a little: though 
he said at first there were no advances, he 
has brought them up now to the amount 
of 46,0001. Lord Melville has not con- 
tradicted any of the statements made by 
Mr.'Trotter. From what I have seen of 
Mr. Trotter, he is a man of infirm memory, 
but a person of infirm memory does not 
wholly forget facts. He only recollects them 
gradually. He is like a person who, hav- 
ing been ina dream, is just awake. I have 
no doubt, when he comes to recollect him- 
self, but we shall hear of more, of many 
more advances. Before the report of the 
committee, there were strong grounds to 
infer the participation of lord Melville. 
It was natural to be supposed he would not 
have run the risk he did, or have placed 
such confidence in Mr. Trotter for nothing. 
His refusing to answer before the naval 
commissioners is a strong presumption. Is 
that done away by what he has said to-day? 
He has never told us that he did not make 
a profit of the public money. I have 
shewn that the presumption is strong against 
him; that Trotter’s fortune has been raised 
out of the public money. From the pe- 
riod the noble Jord went out of office to 
the present time, he has been in posses- 
sion of 50001]. the balance of his ex-trea- 
surership; we find his balance was not 


“paid up. This is a strong circumstance of 


presumption. Anothef is, that before the 
‘committee of fees and gratuities in 1786, 
and the committee of finance in 1797, the 
¢ircomstance of public money being lodged 
at private bankers, to increase the salary 
of Mr. Trotter, was not made known to 
the committee. There is another strong 
circumstance, the books of accounts being 
destroyed; though the noble lord dwelt on 


that fact with great ingenuity, he did not 
convince me. It is only by the trial he 
can convince the world that the books 
were not destroyed for the purpose of con. 
cealment. ‘The noble lord says, that after 
his retirement to Scotland, he was in the 
habit occasionally of burning useless pa- 
pers. He has only burnt occasionally some, 
and yet he knows there are none remain- 
ing ‘This is an extraordinary cireum- 
stance, from which I presume guilt. To 
whom did the papers and books belong? 
To lord Melville and Mr. Trotter? No, 
the public was the third party. It was in 
the books so burnt that the transactions of 
the navy pay-oflice were recorded. It is 
to be presumed, that if all these transac- 
tions were innocent, the books and papers 
would have been preserved for the justifica- 
tion of the person who had the traflicking 
with the public money. ‘These circum- 
stances, however, are considerably aggra- 
vated by the report of the select commit- 
tee, particularly by larger advances having 
been made than were before acknowledged. 
The advances by Mr. 'l'rotter to lord Mel- 
ville were without interest ; how these ad- 
vances have been appropriated, lord Mel- 
ville has most unblushingly told you he 
will not reveal. The noble lord states, 
they burnt the vouchers immediately after 
the execution of the release in which there 
is that extraordinary clause. He had beer 
out of office two years before the execution 
of that release. Mr. Trotter had been in 
office up to the time without any thing to 
call for it; upon asudden it strikes Mr. 
Trotter, that it might be necessary to exo- 
nerate the heirs of lord Melville. It isa 
strong presumption of guilt, that the pre- 
cept for the balances of the navy were ise 
sued at this period. Mr. ‘Trotter thought 
that something might come of the transac- 
tions between him and lord Melville: he 
went to Mr. Spottiswoode, and the release 
was prepared, Immediately afterwards the 
sympathetic conflagration of papers began: 
thus, what was stated to be acasual burning 
of papers, turns out to have been preme- 
ditated, and the result of an agreement. 
Is it not known that persons lose the exer- 
cise of their reason and judgment, when 
they have done something they are afraid 
of being detected in? Their fear, anxiety, 
and over-caution, frequently lead to the 
detection of what they wish to conceal. 
These are strong presumptions of guilt, 
which have been highly: aggravated by the 
report.——There is another circums 
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strongly enforcing the guilt of the noble 
lord, which came out in evidence before 
the last committee. It exonerates the right 
hon. gent. opposite from having known any 
thing of the private profit obtained by lord 
Melville, Who is that right hon. gent. ? 


_ The brother minister and friend of the no- 


ble lord, the person to whom he ought to 
have revealed every thing of a secret na- 
ture; but ifthe right hon. gent. had known 
of such transaction, he would have stop- 
pedit. When the noble lord had the eon- 
yersation with Mr. Pitt, he did not tell him 
that one of the purposes for withdrawing 
the money was to raise Mr. ‘Trotter’s sa- 
lary. He said, he did not believe that 
more was taken from the bank than was 
necessary. ‘The right hon. gent. placed a 
false confidence in the noble lord who con- 
cealed the truth from him. If Trotter's 
salary was inadequate, that was the time 
te have mentioned it; but the noble lord 
knew the right hon. gent. would have pro- 
hibited it, and therefore he did not teil it 
him. What did lord Harrowby say? Ilis 
reason for not enquiring is an aggravation 
of lord Melville’s offence, He says, that 
as the office was regulated by several acts 
of parliament, brought in by his imme- 
diate predecessor, he had no reason to 
suppose that any itregularity was commit- 
ted. No man could have supposed it, for 
lord Melville concealed it till the commis- 
sioners of naval enquiry extorted it. ‘The 
right hon. gent. says, he does not believe 
lord Melville udverted at all to the act of 
parliament, or thought that the practice 
was illegal, One would have thought, 
when the noble lord was so defective in 
‘memory, that he would not have destroyed 
those valuable scraps. Nothing is so little 
under control as the memory. I hope, 
whenever I am called upon to give my evi- 
‘dence, there will be some document to as- 
sist my memory. The right hon. gent. 
over the way, who is the brightest star of 


oratory, who has often surprized the house by 


his sudden and unassisted memory of facts, 
and his facility of bringing them to. bear, 
every circumstance is brought by the ef- 
fort of his memory in a focus; yet when 
‘you ask him a plain question, he says he 
cannot perfectly recollect. ‘This is that 
which makes me lament the destruction of 
‘the papers. If all these circumstances 
were to go before a jury, after the noble 
‘lord has peremptorily challenged the whole 
array, or selected twelve men from among 


‘his own friends, I think it would be im- 


possible for him not to be found guilty. 
But, what do I ask you? I know there is 
circumstantial evidence which is irresisti- 
ble, but I know that circumstantial evi- 
dence may be overturned by a single fact, 
I do not ask you to convict him, but only 
to find a bill to put him on his trial, Let 
him pass on histrial. The noble lord, iu 
his letter to the commissioners, states one 
reason for not giving his evidence; he 
premises that he has given instructions to 
‘Mr. Trotter, to disclose whatever he knew, 
and yet Trotter refuses to tell any thing. 
It is impossible ‘Trotter should not know 
what he paid into the hands of lord Mel- 
ville. He asserts, he never was in advance 
more than from 10 to 20,0001. The noble 
lord does not deny it in his letter; he does 
not deny it now : there is a mixed phraseo- 
logy in his defence, between denial and 
avowal: the inference is, that he does not 
recollect. He omits saying any thing about 
the 20,0001. He says that the advance only 
happened once ; Mr. Trotter states it was 
many times. ‘These two persons are at va- 
riance. Let us goto trial. Here are tue 
men accusing each other; one saying, you 
have made false statements, and yet who 
continue to panegyrise each other. There 
is such a difference between them, that it 
is a fit matter to be enquired into, We 
should know how far the public have been 
defrauded. ‘There are various other sums 
in the report. I will take the 23,0001. 
which was lent without interest. In or- 
der to show that the money did not come 
from Mr. Trotter, it should have been 
proved whom else it did come from. There 
is another sum of 23,0001. advanced through 
Mr. Tweedy. The noble lord never tells 
us how or when he repaid it. I have a right 
to presume that it is public money. ‘Trot- 
ter could bave nothing in his posses- 
sion, but the public money. That part 
of the transaction remained perfectly un- 
explained. There was direct proof that 
lord Melville would not even trust his right 
hon. friend opposite (Mr. Pitt) with his se- 
crets when in office, as he would not in- 
form him what he had done with part of 
the public money. His lordship would 
not have told what had become of the 
40,0001. had he been asked concerning 
it. . Was it to. be supposed that he 
would sacrifice his private fortune for 
the public good? His lordship had said, 
that he had not employed any of the 
money for his own use or advantage : but 
I must: still deny that any such inference 
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can possibly be drawn from all the cir- 
cumstances of the case. It is evident that 
both the 10,0001. and the 23,000l. alluded 
to, have been employed for lord Melville’s 
private purposes, Even supposing that 
his lordship’s character was spotless, and 
his innocence undoubted, it was totally 
impossible that he (lord M.) could obtain 
that wish which he had expressed, that 
his name might descend to posterity with 
his reputation unblemished, so long as 
such serious charges lay against him un- 
contradicted by proof, or without his 
being put upon his trial. If his lordship 
had a friend in the house—if he~bad a 
relation in the world to whom his cha- 
racter was dear—if he had a heart to feel 
what every honest man ought to feel, even 
although they had all shackled themselves 
with forms as-he himself had done, his 
lordship ought to say to them, “ get over 
these forms, and suffer me to go before 
my peers, that I may by the oaths of wit- 
nesses purge inyself of such suspicion of 
_ criminality.” So far from acting thus, 
however, his lordship has only said, ‘| 

am innocent, but do not try me.” I shall 

leave any impartial man to form an opinion 

upon his lordship’s character. Was it 

possible for posterity to come to a perfect 

knowledge of these transactions, when his 

lordship thus refused to furnish the clue 

to them ?—I have thus gone through the 

most material charges against lord Mel- 

ville, and if I have succeeded at all, I may 

assure myself that every man of honour 

must necessarily vote with what I am about 

to propose to the house. Before con- 

cluding, however, there is another charge 

against lord Melville, which I cannot help 

noticing. His lordship had obtained the 

sum of 24,0001. under false pretences, and 

under statements that could not be borne 

out. I shall have occasion to animadvert 

more fully on those matters when treating 

_of the conduct of other individuals, which 
stands totally without justification. I shall 

at present confine myself to the case of 

lord Melville. Mr. Jellicoe was in the 
office of paymaster, or deputy paymaster, 

_at the time lord Melville was appointed 
to’ the office of treasurer. That gent. 
was in the habit of having balances to a 
considerable amount in his custody. It 

struck lord Melville, in looking over those 

balances, that they never decreased below 
acertainsum. His lordship had brought 
Mr. Jelligoe before him, and interrogated 
him upon this subject. An answer was 
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given to the questions put by his lordship, 
dnd securities were offered by Mr. Jellicoe, 
which appear never to have been taken, 
Owing to these circumstances, and his 
having large sums of the public money in 
his hands, Mr. Jellicoe had been tempted 
to do that which he would not have done, 
had not his conduct been so overlooked 
by those who were over him, and whose 
duty it was to superintend these matters, 
Was it not the duty of lord Melville, | 
must ask, on discovering the circumstances 


of Mr. Jellicoe’s case, immediately to sus. 


pend him if he did not make good his ba« 
lances? Had his lordship followed sucha 
line of procedure on this occasion, that 
gent. (Mr. Jellicoe) might have lived 
longer, and died happier than he had done, 
It is alledged for his lordship, that cir 
cumstances of commiseration ‘influenced 
his conduct, and prevented bim from sus+ 
pending Mr. Jellicoe from his office. It 


is not unfair, however, to argue, that the 


compassion of lord Melville, in abstaining 
from taking notice of Mr. Jellicoe’s defi- 
ciency, proceeded from particular circum- 
stances. It is stated in the evidence, 
that lord Melville’s political and confir 
dential friend never questioned the truth 
of what his lordship had asserted, nor ever 
called for any evidence concerning it. In 
the case of a political friend, it is natural 
to pluce an implicit confidence; so the 
right hon. gent. opposite (Mr: Pitt) took 
it for granted every thing was true, and 
adopted the plan that was first suggested 
After searching for precedents 
during a period of fourteen years, none 
were found to. justify the measures adope 
ted. ‘There was an intention of obtaining 
money from parliament to make up Mr. 
Jellicoe’s deficiency, merely because lord 
Melville said that there were some hopes 
entertained that parliament would make 
his patent for cast iron more valuable, by 
granting him remuneration. ‘There is ano- 
ther extraordinary feature in these transe 
actions, which shews the real spirit of 
them. It is repeatedly said by lord Mel- 
ville and Mr, ‘lrotter, that the principal 
part of the balances had accrued before his 
lordship came into office. Notwithstand- 
ing this, lord Melville entrusted Mr. 
Jellicoe with 20,000]. or 30,0001. even 


after he discovered his real situation. At 


one period his lordship even suffered that 
balance to amount to 37,0001. On ace 
count of the statements made by lord 
Melville on this particular subject, it 6 
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absolutély necessary that he should go to 
trial upon it; for without such investi- 
gation, neither the house nor the public 
can be satisfied. Lord Melville said 
much about the manner in which he came 
to be treasurer of the navy, and that he 
did not accept of it for the purposes of 
rivate emolument. I would wish to know 
when it was ever established as a rule, 
that the office of the treasurer of the navy 
should always go to the person at the 
head of the board of control? The one 
office had nothing to do with the other. 
Jt was therefore solely for the purpose of 
emolument that his lordship had accepted 
of both these offices. His lordship had 
continued secretary of state from year to 
year for the space of ten years, and had at 
length talked of retiring to Scotland for 
the remainder of his life. No such thing, 
however, has happened. On the first 
dawn of an alteration in administration, 
up comes lord Melville from Scotland, 
with 40 or 50 proxies, saying he was not 
too old or infirm to stand candidate again. 
His lordship must have known well, that 
his right hon. friend opposite could not 
spare him. It is evident that he procured 
the office of treasurer of the navy merely 
as a sinecure, for the purpose of deriving 
certain profits. ‘This, upon trial, will be 
proved to satisfaction.—There are several 
objections urged against the further pro- 
secution of lord Melville. I say be has 
not been punished for any of the acts he 
has committed. Had no fresh evidence 
come out on the further investigation of 
the 10th repert, I should not probably have 
called on the house to inflict any additional 
censure or punishment. I feel it however 
to be my bounden duty not to propose a 
conviction and punishment, but only to 
ask that his lordship be put upon his trial. 
In laying this matter again before the 
house, I fully relied upon the support of 
his friends, on account of such a motion 
being the only means of proving his lord- 
ship’s innocence. It is no doubt some- 
what unfortunate, that when we are so 
much occupied in considering of the means 
of defending ourselves from the attacks of 
foreign enemies, we should also have ‘oc- 
casion thus to distract our attention to 
other matters; but, notwithstanding all 
I have heard argued upon the necessity of 
leaving off all other considerations than our 
national safety and defence, I know, and 
am convinced of the fact, that no time is 
#0 proper for, trying delinquents as the 
VoL. V. 


present time, or the moment their crimes 

are committed, If any delay is oeca-. 
sioned, delinquencies will never be tried 

at all. If we are occupying ourselves with 

minor considerations, instead of great 

concerns, the fault attached to those de- 

linquents themselves who had so offended. 

With regard to the length of time that may 

be occupied in such an impeachment, £ 

shall only say, that so far as depends on 

me, no delay shall be occasioned. The 

matter lies now within a very narrow 

compass, and the whole business may be 

accomplished within a very short period. 

In the case of lord Macclesfield, the space 

of 25 days was only occupied in proving 

his guilt upon his trial. In the present 

case, perhaps, a similar period might be 

occupied, so that the loss of time cannot 

be deemed very material. Some talk of 
the expences that would be necessarily 

incurred. ‘This, however, is a very absurd 

consideration. If we are too poor to be 

robbed, we are not too poor to demand 

justice. No sum of money would be too 

great for accomplishing the punishment, 

or establishing the innocence of lord Mel- 

ville. His lordship has dwelt on his 
greatness ; he has been raised to another 
house of higher dignity than this; that he 
ha@not been raised to that dignity by a 
monarch whom he has deceived and be- 
trayed, is an object worthy of being ascer- 
tained. He is a new peer, raised to that 
dignity under a minister, now a member 
also of the same house (lord Sidmouth), 
of whom I will say, that he never would 
have advised his majesty to raise lord 
Melville to that dignity, had he known of 
the transactions now known to the house 
of commons. But if a peer is disgraced 
by his practices, it ought to be known to 
that house that he is a disgraced man. 
Such a character is not meant to sit there. 
I will not move the articles of impeach 
ment now, but shall content myself at 
present with moving, “that Henry lord 
viscount Melville be impeached of high 
crimes and misdemeanours.” 

Mr. Bond, after expressing his agreement 
in opinion with the hon. gent. that some 
farther proceedings should be taken in 
this affair, declared his dissent from him as 
to the mode which he proposed to pursue 3 
to which he should therefore offer an 
amendment. The proceedings of the house 
in this business seemed to have become 
somewhat embarrassed, and, with the 
leave of the house, he would take a short 

xX 
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review of them. When the hon. gent. 
first brought forward his motion for a cen- 
sure of the conduct of lord Melville, he 
had voted against it, because he consi- 
dered it as premature, and that it was not 
founded on a knowledge of all the circum- 
stances of the case. The motion, how. 
ever, for censure had been carried. The 
next step was the appointment of a select 
committee to investigate closely the alle- 
gations of the tenth report. Restrictions 
were imposed on that committee, satisfac- 
tery, no doubt, to those who proposed 
them, but quite the reverse to him. The 
question that then came to be discussed 
was, whether a civil or a criminal prosecu- 
tion should be instituted. Resolutions of 
censure had already been passed against 
lord Melville. He could not agree with 
those who asserted that this was no pu- 
nishment of the noble lord; he should 
think himself wanting in respect to the 
dignity of the house, did he agree with 
them; for his part, he should consider the 
expressed disapprobation of the house, as 
one of the greatest calamities that could 
befall him. After this, lord Melville re- 
signed his high situation as first lord of the 
admiralty; and here again he must difler 
from those who asserted that this was not 
the necessary effect.of the vote of cens@re. 
The striking off the noble lord’s name 
from the list of the privy council was un- 
questionably the etfect of that vote. Under 
these circumstances, feeling that this pu- 
bishment was in itself severe, and being 
satisfied that if the ends of justice were 
satisfied, the most lenient modes should 
be adopted for that purpose, he supported 
the motion for a civil process, because 
that was the milder measure. The ques- 
tion now was, is there not new matter 
sufficient to warrant 4 diflerent mode of 
procedure from that originally adopted? 
He contended that the circumstances re- 
cently disclosed were not only new, but 
in a-much higher degree criminating than 
any that had hitherto appeared. They 

roved decidedly the participation of lord 
Melville in the profits made by his agent. 
In the first place, 10,6001. which lord 
Melville avowed to have been expended 
in the secret service of Scotland, and which 
he declared, on being questioned as to its 
application, that no human power should 
wrench it from him; was that a satisfac- 
tory answer? was is not rather a most 
dangerous precedent? and who could say 
at what point it might stop? Did the noble 


lord lend this. sum, or give it away? If it 
was a gift, when was it repaid? If it was a 
loan, how was it possible, whatever cu- 
rious and delicate circumstances might — 
have: attended the transaction at the time 
in 1796, that so many years should have 
elapsed without allowing of its being divul- 
ged? At asubsequent period there wag 
asumof 11,0001. unaccounted for. Were 
these not new facts? The charge was not 
that lord Melville had been a gainer by 
any purticular speculation, but that the 
public money had been generally diverted 
from its proper course, from which he had 
derived advantage. It was proved by 
evidence, that money had been so diverted, 
that the noble lord had laid his hands on it, 
that it had come into his possession, and 
it was but fair to conclude, that the charge 
of profiting by it was established. These 
two grounds were a sufficient justification 
of a criminal prosecution ; but there were 
other strong facts in reserve. The hon, 
gent. adverted to the conversation between 
Mr. Pitt and lord Melville after the com- 
munication made to the former by Mr. 
Raikes, and reprobated the conduct of 
lord Melville in concealing the truth from 
his right hon. friend. It was impossible 
to blame that right hon. gent. for allowing 
himself to be deceived; he had many 
things of great importance pressing ou his 
attention, and was obliged to place implicit 
confidence in those with whom he acted. 
No blame therefore attached to him, but - 
very serious blame to the noble lord. 
When he practised that deception he knew 
that he was in the wrong, he knew that if 
the real state of the case was explained, the 
person to whom he was addressing him- 
self would have effectually prevented the 
recurrence of such abuses. — Another 
strong fact was the circumstances attend. 
ing the exchange of releases between lord 
Melville and Mr, Trotter. The noble lord 
pretended to say, that had it been his in- 
terest to conceal any part of this transac- 
tion, it would have been absurd to display 
it as he had done. But the display had 
not been very great. Neither Spottis- 
woode’s partner nor clerk knew any thing 
about it; and as to the registration, it was 
notorious that were the foulest conspiracy 
that could pollute parchment sent to be 
registered, so indifferent were the clerks 
to what passed through their hands, that 
it would stand as little chance of becoming 
public as if it had been done in a foreign 


country. The date of this release created 
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more than ordinary suspicion. The act 
instituting a commission of naval enquiry 
passed on December 29. ‘The first pre- 
cept of the commissioners was dated the 
17th of the succeeding January ; the se- 
cond precept the 2d oi February ; and the 
release was signed by lord Melville on the 
18th of the same month (hear! hear!). 
Immediately after we find the noble lord 
busily employed in destroying papers, &c, 
If all this was innocent, if it were merely 
the effect of chance, then was the noble 
lord the most unfortunate of men; but 
a coincidence so extraordinary required 
a great deal more explanation, and till 
that explanation was given, the impression 
on his mind, and on that of every honest 
man must be, that there existed grave 
grounds of doubt that it was not entirely 
the result of accident. Let it be remem- 
bered, that all he wanted was further en- 
quiry. Ifthe noble lord could acquit him- 
self of the imputations on his character, 
he vowed to God he had no friend who 
would rejoice more sincerely than himself; 
but in the mean time, he felt it to be his 
duty to send him to that enquiry. The 
proceedings ought certainly to be criminal, 
but he differed from the hon. gent. oppo- 
site as to the mode. There were two 
modes,—impeachment, and a criminal pro- 
secution by the attorney general. In the 
present instance he should prefer the latter. 
Some cases were more fitted for the ordi- 
nary courts of justice, others for a high 
and enlightened tribunal. If impeach- 
ment was more dignified, it was likewise 
more cumbrous and expensive. Of this 
we had had many proofs. Would to God 
that one of them (the trial of Mr Hastings) 
could be blotted from our annals! No- 
thing human could be more perfect than 
the administration of justice in the ordi- 
vary courts of Great Britain, and he trusted 
he should not hear any objection to the 
proposition, on the ground that the prose- 
cution was under the management of an 
officer of the crown, when the high cha- 
racter of the attorney-general, for honour 
and integrity, was considered, Although 
the hon. gent. had hinted the propriety of 
suspending the civil suit now carrying on 
against lord Melville, he had not made a 
specific motion to that effect. He would 
therefore insert it in his amendment, which 
would then run thus :—* That his majesty’s 
attorney general be directed to prosecute 
Henry Jord viscount Melville for the se- 
veral offences which appear, from the re- 


port of the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry and that of the select committee of 
the house of commons, to have been 
committed by the said Henry lord viscount 
Melville; and that the attorney general 
be directed to stay proceedings in the civil 
suit, instituted by order of the house, 
against the said Henry lord vicount, 
Melville.” 

Mr. Whitbread, in explanation, observed 
that he meant to propose the suspension of 
the civil suit, if the impeachment should 
be carried, 

The Master of the Rolls did not think’ 
it necessary to take up the time and atten- 
tion of the house with entering into a de- 
tail of all that had already passed upon the 
case now before the house. But he would 
ask, was it not an object worthy of the 
attention of the house, that a notice had 
been publicly given of a motion to remove 
lord Melville from his majesty’s councils ; 
and that that motion, or the effects which 
night possibly flow from it (an additional 
censure and a punishment, in consequence 
of the proceedings of that house), had 
only been prevented by the advice which 
his right hon, friend (Mr. Pitt) had given 
to that effect, and that his majesty had 
actually erased the name of that noble 
lord from the list of his privy counsellors ? 
Was it not an object worthy of the atten- 
tion of the house, that lord Melville had 
resigned a most principal and ostensible 
situation in the government of his country, 
in consequence of the determination of 
that house ? Were not the resolutions of the 
8th of April still unreversed; and were 
thy to add the resolutions now proposed, 
te the punishment which he had already 
received? If the motion for an impeach- 
ment had taken precedence of the other 
proceedings, it would have been impossible, 
according to the regular proceedings au- 
thorized by the constitution of the country, 
to have added the former proceedings to 
that which is now proposed. By parity of 
reasoning, if not strictly speaking contrary 
to the forms of our law, it would be, strict- 
ly speaking, according to the principles of 
justice, repugnant to all idea of equity and 
fair reasoning, that the two modes of pu- 
nishment should be inflicted in this inver. 
ted order of proceeding. The only case 
that he recollected in which any thing si. 
milar was attempted was in that of lord 
Somers and three others. According to 
Bishop Burnet, it was evident that an 
address to the throne and an impeachment 
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were moved upon the same case. The 
lords, however, differed in opinion from 
the commons, and thought that it might 
be deemed a bad precedent; they sent up 
an humble address to the throne, expres- 
sive of these sentiments, and the sense of 
the public appeared to go with them. 
The sovereign also refused to give his 
sanction to such aa extraordinary mode of 
proceeding, Upon comparing that with 
the case now before the house, or at least 
with the proceedings had upon it, it would 
be recollected, that at first a vote of cen- 
sure was passed upon the conduct of the 
noble peer who had been that evening 
heard in the body of the house in his own 
defence ; the next subject of debate was, 
whether a criminal or civil prosecution 
should be instituted against him, and after 
that a committee was appointed to make 
further enquiries into the circumstances of 
the case ; but that committee was preclu- 
ded from any investigation as to the parti- 
cipation of the noble lord in the profits 
of public money, which, according to the 
terms of the resolutions, had been misap- 
plied. Something, however, had inci- 
dentally come out which appeared like a 
proof of his participation, and the bon. 
gent. who had opened the debate had re- 
served himself to the present opportunity 
of bringing that before the house. But 
he could assure the house, that no positive 
evidence to that effect had appeared be- 
fore the committee, although there were 
grounds for conjecture, prigcipally arising 
from the idea of the commixture of ac- 
counts, and from the circumstance of 
papers having been burned which were at 
that time supposed to be useless. But 
there was no additional evidence as to 
these points. ‘The circumstance of a re- 
lease having passed between the parties, 
he conceived to be the only new point that 
was now brought forward ; and, as far as 
any man could positively take on himself 
fairly to say, lord Melville might have 
been unacquainted with the minute clauses, 
or precise terms, of that release, though he 
knew, generally speaking, that a release 
was to be executed, and signed it in per- 
fect confidence on the propriety of con- 
duct of the party from whom it came. In 
such a case, it was necessary either to 
settle accounts and give up vouchers, or 
else to destroy thenr generally. The latter 
course was adopted; aud as he was con- 
fident that, before any grand jury, that 
would not be sufficient evidence upon 


which to find a bill, he could not be indus 
ced to think. that such a circumstance 
would form sufficient ground ‘for that 
house bringing up an impeachment to the 
bar of the higher chamber of parliainent, 
The hon. gent. who opened the debate 
had nevertheless thought that it afforded 
the strongest authority for the adoption of 
such a measure, and had given three prin- 
cipal reasons in support of his opinion. 
But, when the house came to consider of 
the first of them, namely, the charge ofa 
breach of law by the manner in which he 
had applied the public money, they would 
tind themselves under the necessity of re- 
vising their former proceeding betore they 
could be enabled te come to a fresh deter. 
miuation upon that point. In fact, before 
the year 1782, it was a question which 
admitted of some doubt, whether the applis 
cation of public money, in the manner 
which had been stated, was not to he 
considered the fair emolument of office; 
and even on a consideration of the act of 
drawing money from ihe bank, it did not 
appear to him that there was any thing 
criminal within the meaning of the act; 
there was no menuon made about where 
the money was to be deposited atter it 
was drawn from the bank, whether it was 
to be lodged in the strong chest at the navy 
office, or whether it might not be placed 
in the hands of the most convenient banker. 
But admitting to the full extent the idea of 
criminality as expressed already by the 
house, and to which determination it was 
his wish to pay the utmost possible respect, 
was it not to be recoilectedehat the house 
had already made its option, that it had 
adopted a certain line of proceeding ; that 
lord Melville had been already punished 
by the erasure of his name from the coun- 
cils of his sovereign, by his loss of place, 
and by his future disqualification from 
holding any place of public trust in conse- 
queuce of such proceedings? It was not 
proposed to undo the former part of his 
punishment, and it was contrary to all 
principle of law to punish any person @ 
second time for the same offence. All pu~ 
nishment was inflicted for example’s sake; 
and would any man presume to suppose 
that it was at all probable that any future 
treasurer of the navy would say, that the 
punishment of lord Melville was nothing, 
that he might follow a similar course with 
safety, provided there was no danger of 
an impeachment?—There was one point 


of the speech of the hon. gent. who made 
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the motion, however, on which he thought 
it would be necessary to make a single 
remark ; it had been stated that the noble 


- Jord had challenged the whole country as 


unfit to sit upon bis jury; that there was 
not at present any tribunal which was like- 
ly to come to a fair, dispassionate decision 
on hiscase. Was it of slight consequence 
that the commons of the united kingdom 
had come to a decision that he had been 
guilty of a gross violation of law, anda 
high breach of duty? was it of slight con- 
sequence that meetings had been held in 
various parts of the country following up 
such a declaration? was it of slight conse- 
quence that peers of parliament had lent 
the sanction of their names to resolutions 
of a similar nature ; or could any reason- 
able man suppose that it would be in the 
power of any individual whatever to do 
away the impression which would be made 
upon the minds of all classes of his ma- 
jesty’s subjects by the authority of such 
resolutions, or by the force of such ex- 
amples? If any tribunal, however, could 
be chosen which was more pure than 
another, it was the assembly in which the 
subject was then discussed; they were not 
tied down by the forms of ordinary courts 
of justice; they were a discretionary court, 
and they would know how to appreciate 
the value of what had already passed, 
form a correct and impartial judgment as 
to what lord Melville had already suffered, 
and he had no doubt that they would, by 
a fair comparison of the nature of the 
charge with that of the punishment which 
has followed, very readily decide whether 
the noble lord has not been already pu- 
nished in a proportion adequate to his of- 
fence, or whether there is a foundation in 
justice for bringing him to a new trial, 
To those who thought that lord Melville 
had, in the first instance, deserved to be 
impeached, he supposed it must now be 
elear that any further prosecution would 
be vexatious and unjust. 

Earl Temple observed that the right hon. 
and learned gent. had chiefly rested on a 
comparison between the proceedings on 


the case of lord Melville with the ordinary 


course of proceedings in acourt of justice, 
though he had admitted what constituted 
the most essential part of the difference be- 
tween the proceedings in that house and 
those of a court of law, that is, that while 
the latter are confined by rules of law, the 
power of the former is discretionary. ‘This 
Was an argument why they should not be 


[314 


supposed to be fettered by any thing of 
adherence to the dry forms of law which 
might, in some instances, be favourable to 
the rejection of a charge on which the 
critninal ought, in strict justice, to be 
tound guilty and to receive the punish 
ment of the law. The learned gent. how- 
ever, could not wish that the noble lord 
should be freed from the charge which lay 
against him by any fiction of the law; it 
must be his wish that his lordship should 
be acquitted ina more honourable man- 
ner. For this reason, he supposed, he 
had quoted the case of lord Somers; but 
he had entirely omitted to notice the dis- 
tinction between the two cases. In the 
case of lord Somers there was an address 
sent up to the throne, and an impeachment 
to be moved for in the house. In the case 
of lord Melville the house had only deter- 
mined what appeared to them to be the 
nature of the offence committed by lord 
Melville, and left the sovereign to the ex- 
ercise of his own feelings, without. calling 
upon him for the expression of any opinion 
which might possibly be supposed to have 
weight in any other place. The learned 
gent. had mentioned in another part of his 
speech, that there was nothing new in what 
now appeared before the house. Was it 
not something new that the noble lord had 
himself acknowledged that he might have 
applied a considerable sum of money to 
the management of affairs in Scotland, and 
that he had added, that he would not on 
any account divulge the nature of these 
transactions? Was it not of serious im- 
portance that the noble lord had not re- 
lated the whole of another transaction 
when questioned by the chancellor of the 
exchequer, but had concealed a part, even 
from him? And, with respect to the law, 
though it did not precisely state where 
naval money was to be placed, in transitu 
from the bank to the hands of those 
who had demands upon the navy office, it 
stated clearly enough where it was not to 
be; it was not to be placed in the bands 
of Mr. Mark Sprott, or subjected to the 
control of Messrs. Coutts. He trusted the 
house would not lose any thing of its dig- 
nity by giving up a prosecution in a case 
where corruption was notoriously appa. 
rent, and where statutes were laid aside as. 
useless lumber. 

Mr. I. H. Browne observed, that he had 
voted for the resolutions agreed to by the 
house, which contained so severe a cen. 


sure on the conduct of lord Melville, and 
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which were followed by the more degra- 
ding stigma of the erasure of the noble vis- 
count’s name from the list of the privy 
council; whether, by these proceedings, 
the noble lord kad been sufficiently pu- 
nished or not, seemed now in a great de- 
gree to be the question. The punishment, 
in his opinion, was extremely severe, but, 
perhaps, not more so than the nature and 
extent of the crime demanded ; but, surely 
it might reasonably have been expected, 
that the: punishment would have ended 
there. It is said, however, that new mat- 
ter of charge has since arisen, and that 
consequently additional punishment should 
be inflicted. Here he thought there was 
much room to doubt; the new matter so 
much spoken of seemed to him to consist 
of suspicions, which must have been con- 
siderably done away by the speech of the 
noble viscount, in which it was but can- 


_ dour to say, that there was a great deal to 


alleviate, little or nothing to aggravate his 
ofience. He should not negative the mea- 
sures now proposed because he thought 
that the offence of the noble viscount was 
of a light nature, but because nothing 
new had been proved, and because, under 
all the circumstances of the case, he thought 
the punishment already inflicted perfectly 
adequate to the offence. The house 
should not forget the perilous state of the 
country, the menace of invasion that hung 


- over it, and the other serious exigencies 


that claimed their attention, Nor did he 
believe that the public looked for any thing 
more than had been done by the vote of 
the 8th of April. 

Mr. Hiley Addington declared that he 
was proceeding to execute the most painful 
duty, tbat in the whole course of his poli- 
tical life he was ever called on to perform ; 
because he could not divest his mind of a 
just consideration of the great services ren- 
dered to his country by the noble person 
who was in this instance. the object of ac- 
cusation, and because he could never cease 
to remember the many marks of private 
friendship and kindness, of unremitting at- 
tention, which it had been his fate to ex- 
perience from that noble lord. These were 
considerations which could not be obli- 
terated from his mind by any circumstances 
whatever. But still they must yield to a 
sense of public duty. After the very am- 
ple and able view which had been taken of 
the whole of the case by his right hon. 
friend who moved the amendment, in all 
whose sentiments he entirely concurred, he 
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did not feel it necessary long to trespass 
on the attention of the house. To what 
had been urged by his learned friend on the 
floor (the master of the rolls), and also 
by the noble lord who was heard that night 
in his own defence, he had listened with 
the utmost attention, and he confessed, 
that for the first time in his life, he was not 


convinced by his learned friend. When | 


the first proceedings’ were taken against 
lord Melville, when the criminating reso. 
lutions were proposed, his wish was to have 
the whole of the case referred to the exa- 
mination of a select committee, before 
the house should come to any decision 
upon it. But in that it was his misfortune 
to differ from a majority of the house, e14 
to the vote of that majority he bowed with 
deference. He could not, however, fore 
bear to remark, that if one were allowed 


to judge from events, had the course then _ 


recommended to the house been adopted, 
this consequence at least would have re. 
sulted, that the whole of the charges would 
have been referred to a committee, which 
would have gone into the investigation un. 
fettered. ‘There would have been in that 
event no pretence, and therefore there 
could be no wish or intention, to subject 
the committee to any restriction. The 
house having come to no determination 
upon the case of lord Melville, the house 
of peers could have had no reason. to he- 
sitate in allowing that noble lord to attend 
@ committee of this house, and to submit 
to an unrestrained examination. The res 


straints since imposed on lord Melville . 


were, he fully believed, founded on the 
criminatory resolutions of the 8th of April. 
If it had been the pleasure of the house to 


pursue a different course, he was persuad- * 


ed that considerable embarrassment would 
have been avoided in the prosecution of the 
enquiry. But it did not however follow, 
that because there might have been some- 
thing erroneous in the beginning of the bu- 
siness, that therefore the house should stop 
short in the performance of its duty. If 
no farther steps were taken, he could not 
but say that full atonement would not be 
made to public justice. When gentlemen 
stated, that justice was already satisfied, 
and that it was not intended to follow up 
the delinquency of the accused beyond 
the resolutions of the 8th of April and 
their consequences, he felt some degree 
of surprise. Unless it was in contempla- 
tion to take further proceedings, in case 
any new. matter of crimination should ap- 
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pear, why refer any charge to the consi- 
deration of the select committee? Unless 
something more was intended, the purpose 
of the select committee was quite nugatory. 
From the new matter which the report of 
that committee had disclosed, further 
proceedings appeared to him indispensably 
necessary. It wus next to impossible that 
the civil suit which had been ordered by 
the house could lead to any satisfactory 
result, and therefore he should support the 
criminal process recommended by his right 
hon. friend. This process he would prefer 


‘to the proposition of impeachment, for the 


reasons stated by the right hon. mover of 
the amendment. He would prefer it on 
these grounds, that it would be more con- 
venient, while it was equally calculated for 


. purposes of justice; that it would be as 


efficacious in its enquiry, while it would 
be attended with less expence, and more 


. expeditious in its decision. If, however, 


the criminal prosecution which the amend- 
ment proposed should not be acceded to, 
he was free to declare, that under the cir- 
cumstances, he saw no alternative left but 
to vote for the impeachment. The right 
hon. gentleman concluded with repeating, 
that he felt the utmost pain from the irre- 
sistible necessity he was under, on this 
occasion, to sacrifice private feelings to the 
call of public duty. 

Mr. Alexander argued the question upon 
grounds principally legal. He contended 
that the mere using of money in the hands of 
a public accountant, was not considered by 
our constitution as an offence ma/um in se; 
otherwise lord Melville was only equally 
culpable with the ancestor of Mr. Fox, 
and other priorpaymasters. He argued 
that it was not an offence at common law; 
consequently, it was to be considered as a 
breach merely of a remedial statute, the 
object of which was, as the noble lord at 
the bar contended, principally to guard 
against lengthened accounts and combined 
responsibility, and the pretences of holding 
over public money founded upon such re- 
sponsibility. In that point of view the 
noble lord had, as speedily as possible, paid 
over the balance to bis successor, Other 


- gentlemen argued the object of the act was 


to guard against possible loss to the public 
by individuals speculating with public 
money. If they were right, he admitted 
the act had been infringed, but contended, 
in a case between individuals, it would be 
acivil injury, to be redressed by a civil 
action only. He contended that statutes 
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only prohibitory of what was not wrong in’ 
itself, or contrary to the common law, 
when not clothing themselves in the sanc-. 
tion of a penalty, as appeared from the 
managers against lord Macclesfield’s ad- 
mission, did not justify the commons in 
impeachment. If, however, lord Melville’s 
case was taken out of this construction, by 
his being a public officer, he contended at 
large, that dismissal from office, and the 
restitution sought through the attorney 
general, was the adequate punishment and 
proper mode of redress to the public. 

Mr. Wilberforce rose, and suggested the 
propriety of an adjournment, from the 
state of the debate and the lateness of the 
hour (twelve o’clock) ; a loud cry of *¢ go 
on! go on!” followed, and the hon. gent. 


did not persevere. : 


Mr. Pytches rose, and stated, that ac- 
cording to his opinion lord Melville would 
have done better had he intimated to some 
friend of his to tell the house that he ac- 
knowledged he had. done wrong and was 
sorry for it; instead of coming forward 
himself to make a speech, in which he most 
pertinaciously asserted his innocence, and 
shewed not the least sign of any remorse 
of conscience. Had he manifested any 
thing like repentance, even though so late ; 
had he even appealed to the feelings of the 
house, he might have met compassion. 
But from the whole of his demeanour, 
combined with all the circumstances of 
the case, he really thought him entirely 
undeserving of lenity, and should therefore 
vote for the impeachment. 

Mr. Somers Cox declared, that although 
he had no acquaintance whatever with the 
noble viscount, yet he felt as much for him 
as any man could for another when he saw 
him atthe bar of the house that evening. 
But, however deeply he might be impressed 
with the melancholy situation of lord Mel- 
ville, he had a paramount duty to dis. 
charge, which prevented him from being 
led away by his feelings. He could not 
therefore agree that the noble lord had 
been punished sufficiently, for though some 
honourable members entertained that opi- 
nion, what was the fact? The noble lord - 
did not speak as a man who acknowledged 
the justice of the proceedings had against 
him; but, on the contrary, he said, that 
the day might come when his innocence 
would be established, and testified by pus 
terity. Good God! see what was the sie 
tuation ofthe country. Were not the peos - 
ple groaning under the severest taxes, 
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which they bore with patience and resigna- 
tion? Should the house, at such a time, 
let the noble lord off, without coming to 
any resolution of confirming his guilt or 
establishing his innocence? When the tenth 
report of the naval commissioners was 
fully examined, the facts which it stated 
must convince the mind of any man that 
the strongest suspicion ought to attach to 
lord Melville. In addition to this, when 
he looked at the proceedings of adminis- 
tration, who endeavoured (he lamented to 
Say) to sustain the noble viscount; when 
he considered that the right hon. gentle- 
man (Mr. Pitt) recommended to his ma- 
jesty to expunge the noble lord’s name 
from the privy council book, what, he asked, 
but the strongest suspicion of guilt could 
induce such a severe proceeding on the 
part of his right hon. friend and colleague? 
The report of the select committee stated 
that ihe noble lord had 10,0001. of the 
public money in his hands, before the pay- 
mastership of Trotter, and subsequently 
to that the use of 11,000]. more, beside 
the money of the floating account, for which 
no interest was paid. Under these cir- 
cumstances, how could he vote in any 
manner, but to ascertuin those facts, and 
satisfy the public expectation? It must 
appear to the house that the matter was 
too momentous to be treated lightly. He 
heard it argued since he came to town, 
that former paymasters used to convert the 
public money to their own private emolu- 
ment; but this was no justification, for 
nothing could be clearer that the practice 
was wrong than the enactment of a statute 
to prohibit its continuance. He also heard 
it said, that this was persecution and party 
matter; if he considered it in that point of 
view, he would be the last man in the 
world to support such a cause. When 
this conduct was imputed to opposition by 
the other side of the house, they ought 
surely to consider how far the charge was 
founded. It might be asked, was there no 
appearance of party ov the ministerial side ? 
He thought there was, and much more the 
appearance of it with them than with those 
termed the opposition. Under all the 
facts and circumstances of the case, he felt 
himself called on, in duty to -himself and 
the country, to vote for the motion of im- 
peachment. 

Mr. Cartwright thought the object of 
public justice, whether for the purpose of 
example or punishment, already attained 
with respect to lord Melville, and therefore 

3 


would oppose any further proceedings in 
this case. 

Lord Henry Petty, in reply to the obser- 
vations made by tlie master of the rolls, 
said, that both the noble lord who had ap- 
peared within the bar, and the learned gen- 
tleman, had, in fact, impeached the resolu- 
tions of the house by the manner in which 
they had attempted to reason on the con. 
struction of the act for the regulation of | 
the navy office. It was to be remembered, 
that that act had been brought into the 
house by lord Melville himself, and there 
could be-no doubt on any man’s mind as 
to the true intent and meaning of the act, 
when they looked back to the circumstan- 
ces under which it was introduced. It was 
after the resolutions moved by lord John 
Cavendish, after the memorable speech of 
Mr. Burke on the reform of the abuses of 
office, and after the various discussions 
that took place thereon, that this act was 
passed, and the distinct motive and end of 
it was, to prevent public officers from being 
private bankers, and to prevent the diver- 
sion of the public money to the purposes of 
private emolument. It was an act to re- 
medy a grievance that had prevailed, and 
which was universally felt at the time as a 
gross abuse, ‘he noble lord therefore, 
who yielded to the public sentiment in 
bringing in the bill, could not be ignorant 
of its true meaning, and it was idle to talk 
of its provisions not having been violated, 
because it did not specify how long money 
drawn for specific naval services might be 
suffered to remain in the hands of the pay- 
master, in its transit from the bank to the 
pocket of the public creditor. It was ob- 
viously the spirit and letter of the act, that 
no money should be drawn but for specific 
services, and that it should be applied 
directly to the object. ‘The simple ques- 
tion then was, whether this law had not 
been violated? Whether in various in+ 
stances it had not been distinctly evaded— 
such as in the 40,0001. drawn for and given 
to Messrs. Boyd? And he asked how the 
learned gentleman could reason, -that the 
law had not been broken when a fact so 
glaring stood uncontradicted? In truth, 
not the least palliation had been offered by 
the noble lord; nor did there appear in 
any part of the case any thing to support 
the reasoning of the learned gentleman 
He was ready to confess that there might 
be circumstances attending the breach of 
a statute which might palliate and soften 
the departure, and to which the charge of 
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a gross violation of law would not be ap- 
plicable. A statute niight be obsolete, or 
peculiar exigencies might arise to justify 
the departure from an act: but was this 
the case here? The noble lord had wilfully 


‘vidlated his own law, and in doing so he 
had been guilty of a high breach of his 
h 


public duty. ese were the resolutions 
of the house, and the truth of these reso. 


lutions could not be impeached. But the! 


Jearned gentleman asked, why the house 


should go further, since no new circum- 


stances had come out except the release ? 


What, was the 22 or 23,0001. advanced to 


lord Melville without interest no new cir- 
cumstance? Was not the 22 or 23,000l. 
lent him, with interest, a new circumstance? 
and above all, was not the extraordinary 
fact of the 10,0001. found in his hands in 
1789, a new circumstance? Was it nota 
new circumstance that Mr. ‘Trotter had 
advanced mouey to lord Melville’s family 
and servants, since it must be known to 
the noble lord, that all such advances 
were nade from the public money? Cer- 
tainly most important matter had come 
out in the new enquiry, and above all he 
requested the house to pay attention to 
the discovery of the 10,0001. which lord 
Melville owned to Mr. Trotter he had in 
his hands. Mr. Trotter was taken up by 
lord Melville, no doubt, in a state of purity 
and innocence. He was unacquainted 
with the arts of office. Tle had a fair cha- 
racter, and it was to be presumed a clear 
conscience. In the duty that he owed to 
his patron, he would naturally look to him 
for instruction, but he would look also for 
example. Aud what was the example he 
set him? He confessed to him, he held 
10,000]. of the public money in his own 
hands, and which was to be managed so as 
ultimately not to fall on Mr. Trotter. 
What a declaration with which to com- 
mence this connection! It is the preroga- 
tive of persons of high rank and station, to 
spread the influence of their example all 
around them. When such a hand as that 
of lord Melville was put into the public 
purse, a thousand hands would imitate the 
example. When Mr. Trotter saw that 
his principal was so little scrupulous as to 
take 10,0001. out of the money intrusted 
to his care for his personal use, he must be 
from that instant initiated in the abuse of 
. The noble lord had that day 
pretended thar 20,0001. which he had also 
taken from the naval fund, he had emiploy- 


@d it secret services for the’ management 
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of Scotland ;- and he had, with a high tone, 
declared that he never did, and he never 
would comhihunicate the application of this 
sum. At the time that the noble lord had 
presumed todo this, he was not in the si« 
tuation of @ Confidential servant of his ma 
jesty. ‘What were tlity to say then of this 
management, which was not even to be 
communicated to his principals? He vio= 
lates the law; he divérts from the naval | 
service 20,0001. whith he must have ob- 
tained by a false ptetence, and he loftily 
says, he will not disclose what he did with 
it, because it went for the management of 
Scotland. Not even to the right hon. 
gentleman, the confidential minister of the 
crown, to whom it was his duty to make 
known the transaction, did he commu~ 
nicate the use; for the right hon. gen~ 
tleman owned that he was ignorant of 
it. Like the man of Ross, he seems “ to 
give by stealth;” but perhaps he now 
blushes ‘* to find it fame.” It was not, 
however, precisely the sort of fame which 
a statesman ought to covet—to give away 
the public money to ‘unaccounted. pur~ 
poses. It did not appear that any hint of 
this sum was ever given to any one, ‘nor 
did it appear that the 10,0001. was evet 
repaid. all that regards this 10,0001. 
was most suspicious. His words to Mrs 
Trotter, on the occasion of his telling him 
of his having the money, are most singular. 
He expresses to him his apprehension that 
he, Trotter, may ultimately suffer; and 
thus he put Mr. Trotter on his guard, and 
gave asort of hint that he must take care 
of himself. Here perhaps was thé source 
of all the traffic, and speculation, and job« 
bing that followed, and particularly of that 
most notuble novel discovery: in book. 
keeping, known by the name of ‘a mixed 
account! But it was said, that an impeéach- 
ment before the lords was improper in this 
instance, because several of them had made 
declarations on the guilt of the noblé Jord, 
and at. public meetings had prejudged ‘his 
case. ‘This was very idle. What great 
prosecution was there ever carried on, 
upon the merits of which, before ttial, 
persons liable to be’ itfpannelled a 
were not in the habit of conversing, and of 
giting their opinion? No gréat'case gould 
occur, but it would be the topic of discuss 
sion’; anid it wa$ no argutient against a 
fair trial, that it was freely canvassed - be- 
forehand, But learned (Mr 
Bond) had throw out att intimation as if 

was something iti the tasde of ith. 
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peachment which made the house of lords 
an unfit instrument-for a trial, and he re- 


323] 


ferred to the’ dilatory, protracted trial of| 


Warren Hastings. -Lord Henry contended 
that this‘was an argument against the con- 
stitution of the country. The argument of 
 protraction in one case did not apply to 
another. There never was a case more 
suitable to impeachment than the present; 
a minister of the crown, a public ac- 
countant, a peer had violated an act of 
parliament of his own making, had com- 
mitted a high breach of duty in.using the 
‘public money for his own emolument, or 
at least there was strong presumption that 
he had done so. Then by whom could he 
be properly tried but by the house of peers? 
By whom could he be properly pursued 
but by the house of commons, the guar- 
‘djans of the public purse, which he had 
dared to violate? But it was said by an 
lon. gentleman (Mr. Hawkins Brown) that 
there were other reasons against further 
prosecution, and he mentioned one, the 
menace of invasion! What, said lord 
Heury, would the hon. gentleman insinuate, 
that such is our dread of the enemy that 
we must not even dare to proceed in the 
administration of our own laws for the pre- 
servation of public morals! What would 
he say, on reading a paragraph in the Mo- 
niteur, that such was our dread of invasion 
as to desist from pursuing a state delin- 
‘quent! Lord Henry put this in a strong 
point of view, and concluded with an ani- 
mated appeal to the house not to dis 
point the expectations of the people, which 
their steady and vigorous condug:im the 
outset of this atluir had so happily raised. 
Mr. Wilberforce rose, and suggested the 
propriety of adjourning the debate. He ob- 
served, that there were a great many gen- 
tlemen anxious to deliver their sentiments 
on a subject of such material importance ; 
and the lateness of the hour (half past two 
o'clock), he thought, would be a sufficient 
inducement to adjourn; especially when it 
was recollected, that by lengthening the 
present discussion a few hours, io good 
would be obtained; as every gentleman 
could not be able in that time to deliver 
his;sentuments. _ 
The Chancellor of 


of the Exchequer rose, and 
- urged the same reasons as Mr. Wilberforce, 
for an adjournment, to which effect he 
concluded with making a motion, which 
was upanimously agreed, to; upon. which 
the ‘house adjourned at, three e’clock. on 
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HOUSE OF LoRDs. 


Wednesday, June 12, 


[Teuvsu’s Divorce Previousto 
the order of the.day for going into acom-: 
mittee upon the case of Mr, justice Fox, 
their lordships resumed the consideration 
of the bill to divorce Mr.T eush from his’ 
now. wife, and counsel and evidence were 
further heard. ‘This principally respected 
the present situation and circumstances of 
Mr. Teush, with a view to-his ability to pay 
the alimony of 200]. per. ann. awarded 
Mrs..Teush by the ecclesiastical court; 
and evidence was adduced respecting the 
proceedings adopted at Doctors’ Commons, 
respecting a due payment of the same.—It 
being proposed to adjourn the farther con- 
sideration of the case till Monday, 

The Earl of Carnarvon made a few re- 
marks on the occasion, and suggested the 
propriety of summoning their lordships 
upon the farther consideration of the bill, 

_ The Lord Chancellor said, it was not ne- 
cessary to make a distinct order to that ef- 
fect, as it was the usual custom to sum- 
mon the lords on occasion of divorce bills, 
He, however, should prefer that that prac- 
tice was discontinued, inasmuch as it was © 
not properly attended to. The general 
subject to which divorce bills referred, 
was one of the greatest importance to the 
religion and.norals of the.country ; and yet 
interesting questions arising thereon were 
often left to be discussed by not more than 
three peers. He agreed with the noble 
earl who had just spoken, that all those 
should attend on the discussion of the pre- 
sent hil], whose attendance was useful, 
The present bill was one of great and pes 
culiar importance, and he was afraid it 
would become his painful duty to resist the 
second reading of the bill. After some 
further observations from the noble and 
learned lord, and a short explanation from 
the earl of Carnarvon, who seemed to ex- 
press himself in favour of the measure, 
the further consideration of the bill wag 
postponed till Monday. _ 

[Connucr or Juno Fox.} The order of 
the day being read for their lordships go~ - 
ing into a committee for the further consi- 
deration of the matters alledged in charge 
against Mr, justice Fox, 

The Marquis of Buckingham, in reference 
to the pending, case of that judicial cha- 
racter, begged leave to call their lordships 
attention to the circumstance of. an act of 
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the.Irish parliament, made in the second 
year of the reign of Geo. J. The benefit 
of the laws.of that part of the united king- 
dom,. though, in some instances, separate 
and, distinct from those of England, was 
fully secured to.the people of Ireland, by 
the act of union. He collected, on for- 
mer discussions, from the noble lord on 


the woolsack, and from other high law au- 
- thorities in that house, that in a case of the 
peculiar importance of that adverted to, 


the proceedings of that house should, asfar as 
could properly be had, be analagous to the: 
course ot proceeding, and the practice of 
the courts below, Ou that general ground, 
he conceived it would be proper to render 
their relevant proceedings analogousto those 
which obtained, under an Irish act of par- 
liament, in au Irish court of justice. He 
had entertained hopes that the learned 
counsel would have saved him the trouble 
of making these observations; that not 
being the case, he thought it might be ex- 
pedient, that (if what he stated was wor- 
thy of attention) the attention of their 
lordships, and the learned counsel, should 
be called to it in this way; they would re- 
collect, that the principal part of the charge 
under consideration consisted of allega- 
tions of words spoken by Mr. justice Fox. 
The act to which he referred, td®k its rise. 


' from a particular occasion, connected with 


the conduct of a person .then executing the 
office of the highest trust and respectability 
in Ireland. It provided, that no person, 
after the 24th of June, 1796, should be 
prosecuted for words:spoken, unless infor- 
mation was given upon oath thereof, within 
a given tithe, &c. -He was aware this 
could be no rule as to their Iprdships” par- 
liamentary proceedings; but he submitted | 
the consideration, how far, in a case of 
such peculiar nature as the present, occur; 
ring in that part. of the united kingdom, 
and.where a question for an address for re- 
moval was pending, and considering what 
undoubtedly would be the practice of an 
Irish court of law under the statute, the 
operation of that actvas worthy of atten- 
tion with respect to the case of the learied 
judge. His objéct; in: addressing: their 
lordships.on the subject; waéj that the 
learned counsel might have an opportunity 


of considering the operation of the statute 


alluded to, and-their. lardships of giving 
that degree »of-attention to it, that they 
should = 


‘The ‘Lord Chancellor .observed, that .aty 
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him, whether the learned counsel 
were aware of the statute’alluded to by the :. 
noble marquis. With respect to the provi" 
sions of the act, he thought they could: 
only apply to-those proceedings mentioned» 
in the enacting clause. .With respect to: 
the conduct of the learned counsel, in re+~ 
ference thereto, he observed, that if they? 
should think proper to ground any question: 
arising, out of the statute, it would, no- 
doubt, be duly attended, and fairly consi-: 
dered by the house. _ . i 
The Marquis of Buckingham explained: 
that by the declaration of the noble lord 
on the woolsack, his purpose in addressing: 
their Jordships was fully answered, from: 
the moment it was understood that if they: 
thought the provisions of the act alluded. 
to worthy of their attention, they should. 
be entitled to argue upon them. 
Mr. justice Fox then made his appeare: 
ance; the counsel on both sides having 
previously been at the bar, and the wit-: 
nesses in attendance, the learned judge. 
took his.seat on the left, within the newly-)° 
erected inclosure below the bar, :and the: 
examination. of evidence began.i—The first, 
witness brought forward was Mr. Deering,: 
a gentleman of the Irish bar,.who had been: 
present at the greater part, if not the whole’ 
of the trial of Fletcher, Sharp, and: Keeys, 
for murder, at the autumn assizes in 1803, 
for the county of Fermanagh. It was with, 
respect to the conduct of Mr. justice Foxy. 
principally relative. to. the jury on that-trial,’ 
that the article of charge, at present un-; 
der consideration, was founded. The ace 
count given by the witness differed very. 
little, as to the material substance, from 
that)given by one of, the former witnesses 
As the present .witness,was proceeding in 
his statement of what had been said by Mre 
justice Fox on the occasion; Mr, Adam, 
leading counsel for Mr. justice Fox, inters _ 
ased,and observed, the witness had gone, 
and was going into a. detailed account 
from his recéllection of what Mr. justice - 
Fox said td.ihe:petty jury and to, the grand 
jury, and on different. days; this, when it 
was considered, that the words alledged 
to. be spoken may be.of a criminating nas 
ture, involved some degree, of embai 
ment. Some of.their lordships were ac- 
 quainted-with an act of the late Irish legis- 
lature, cOntainigy certaii provisions, which, 
as going to affect an examination, such ag 


that before them, might be: matter of ses 


rious consideration. Upon this ground, he 


opipion, naturally. could ngt.be expected 


felt a degree of embarrassment, and he 


| | 
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wished to ‘submit to: the consideration of 
their lordships, whether, im the. situation 
in which he stood, the act of the Irish par. 
liament alluded te, being new to him,. he 
could be: duly prepared to observe upon the 
question arising out of: it, m the .way in 
which it: ought te influence the minds of 
their lordships ; a. ease, where the words 
alledged, of a cvimiuatery nature, were 
spoken a considerable time back.-—After a 
few words from Mr. Romilly,. 
The Lord Chancelloy. dixected that the 


statute Look, ‘contaming the Irish: act al- 


luded to, should be handed to the counsel 
for the learned: judge.-—A fier running over 


| the act, Mv. Adam continued. He wished: 


that his embarrassment was removed by-a 
usal of the act,. lu the preamble it was, 

set forth, that, whereas there was no time 
limited by law for: the prosecution of per- 
sons for words spoken, &c. great incon- 
weniencies had taken place, which would 
not have arisen, if suck. cases. were: tried 
ina short time after. So. far the casein 
question was affected; were: it by wapeach- 
ment, it would: precisely represent the 
grievance-he: had to complain ef. This 
was the more to-be regretted, ag he was. 
able to. prove by evidence, that, im. the loug 
Japse of time, the learned and venerable 
judge, for whom be, had: the honour to ap- 
pear as counsel, had been deprived by death 
of a most important. party.. In ene pomt 
ofview, the act met the case: as fully as if 
it wereexpressly nained. With respect to 
the enacting part, as.he.could infer from the 
hasty perusal, the present proceeding cav- 
sidered its penal effect sufficiently im point. 
Wihat he submitted was, that am opportu- 
pity should be.allowed of consulting 
with those, who, from, their circumstances, 
situation, and practice, .kad: better: means 
ef being informed upor the subject than 
himself, especially, with regard te the pro- 
ceedings which obtained, and: the construe- 
tions put upon the law in the course of 
‘practice in Ireland. Mtv. Nolan. shortly 
followed ou the same side. Mr, Romilly 
did not deom it necessary to effer any, de- 
tuiled observations. to their lordships. upon 
the sabjeet, Mr, Adam, in further observ 
ing upon the point, contended, that in a. 
case where words. spoken formed the prin- 
cipal part of the matter in charge, im was 
Ris duty to bring i¢ wndgs 
However, im the present instance, he did 
‘net mean. to interrupt the examination.— 
' My. Deexing then continued: his: evidence 
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[ses 
| derwent a cross-examination by Mr. Adam; 
some particular points in which being abv 
jected to by Mr. Romilly, a short argu 
ment took place between the learned coun. 
sel, the result of which was, an agreement 
between them, that any further cross-exami, 
nation should be postponed te a future. day, 
—The next witness called was the solicitor 
for the crown ow the north-western cireuit, 
His name was Mr. Galbraith. He stated, he 
had beeu in court during the whole of the 
trial-adverted to. He had taken notes of 
the evidence given upon the trial. It wag 
a general rule with him, to take a note of. 
the evidemce upon every case he was cone 
cerned in, where it conveniently could be. 
done. Of the case im question, he thought, 
were he permitted to recur to his notes, 
he could give a good report of what. passed. 
upon the: trial; be was confident that no, 
wan could give a better account of every 
thing material that occurred, He did nat, 
| profess to have made his notes.so mono 
syllably, as to take down every iota that 
was said.—It seemed to. be the sense of 
their lordships, that the witness should 
be permitted to read his; notes as evidence, 
The witness, in the outset, answered ong 
or two questions which were put to him, 
|without recurring to his notes; on which 
Mr. Nojdfi tool: the opportunity to remark 
upon the novelty of a witness delivering 
testimony, partly written, and partly parole, 
‘The wituess them proceeded, and delivered 
‘his chief examination, which repeated the 
evidence given upon the trial, and was of 
cousiderable length. from his notes; and 
concluded, by observing generally, that 
there was no nraterial evidence. given 
upon the: trial, but. what was set dowm i 
his, notes.~~It. was then ordered, that the . 
chairman: should leave the chain; and the 
house having resumed, the committee was, 
ou the: motion. vf the lerd chaucellar, or- 
dered to sit again on Friday.— Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Wednesday, June 12. 

[Mas wres.]—Aduiral Berkeley brought 
a to continue in ferce, for a limited 
time, the Woollei Manufacturers” Suspem 
}siom: act, passed jast session, which was 
to be read @ secoud time to-mor 
‘row, and to be printed;—-Mr, Giles ob. 
tained leave t@ brimg im a to extend 
‘the provisions of the act m fonce im this 
countsy, te prevent, tim: forgery. of bank 
notes aod bills of eachange, ta. every part 


for some. time: Junges, after which, le un- 


| 
| 
. 
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ofthe kingdom.—Lord A, Hamilton brough 
jn a bill for explaining and amending the 
act for regulating the exportation and im- 
portation of corn, which was ordered to be 
read asecond time on Monday next, and 
to be printed.—A message from the lords 
_ jnformed the hovge, that they bad agreed 
to the Post Farming Duty bill, the 
Paymaster al’s bill, and the Auditors 
of Public Accounts bill.—Col. Craufard 
moved, that there be laid before the house 
‘an account of the number ef sotdiers who 
returned from the Kast Indies to Europe, 
iw consequence of the expiration of their 


gerviee, from the years 1789 to 179+ inclu- 


sive; and the number of recruits raised. 
QOidered. 

of Matvriie.| 
The order of the: day for resuming the ad- 


journed debate om the motion for the 
peachmentot lerd viscount Melville, bemg 


moved, and the origmal question and a- 
mendment having been put from: the: chair, 
Mr. Leycester rose. 


ward the motion, had said. with respect fo 


Mr. Wilson. That bom, gent. had fuirhy 


and canstidly admitted that be understood 
Mr. Wilson, ta be 
officer, amd when he bad appearet as a 


witness befere the committee, to have be- 
haved himself im a. very proper and be» 
Iu this statement be con- 
curred, ag he was. sure every member of 


coming matner, 


the: committe: would. — them the hon, 
gent. bad stated that the right hon. gent. 
below him (Me. to 
dismissed’ Mr.. Wilson. from his. affice, and 
jm this he differed fromrthat hon. gent. The 
hom. member here affered: some observa- 
tions: to shew that Mr. Wilson had not 
acted, criminally, and: ought not to have 
heen dismissed from his situation. Having 
siated so muck as to the calluteral point, 
be came next ta the maim questions. [fthe 

sent.werean proceeding against 
ord Melville, heshouldnat ge nsnegative 
te the motion of the.hom. gent, because. the 
facts before the house: wane net satisfactorily 


Hersaid he should 
take that opportunity af offering a few words 
to the house in explanation, of the grounds 
on whieh he felt that he should disebarge 
his: duty conscientiously, bath to lord: Mek 
ville aud the public, in giving 2 negative 
to the motion. But beforeheshauld come 
to state these grounds, he begged ta sap a 
few words on @ subject that wes only col- 
Jaterak to the question in debate, namely,. 
what the hon. gént. who had brought fore 


meritarrous 


necessary. But from his professional habits 
he was not disposed to think a man guilty, 
till he should be proved to be so, after 
having had a-full opportunity of justifying 
bimself against the charges against him on 
a fair trial. Whatever would have been 
his opinion, with respect to the present 
motion, if it had been an original pro 
ceeding, the question had now taken @ 
different turn. The question now was; 
whether ap impeachment according to the 
motion, or a crimmal prosecution, accord- 
ing to the ameudment of his hon. and 
learned friend (Mr. Bond), should be 
adopted? And kere it was to be considered 
what proceedings had already taken place. 
Qn the 8th of April, resolutions of censure 
had been passed on the conduct of the 
noble lord. On that occasion he had been 
discharging bis duty in a different place, 
and. kad not heard wiat had been urged to 
indece the house tu adopt these resobus 
tions. He had no doubt that somethmg 
conclusive must have been brought forward 
or the eccasion ; but for his part, be could 
not find any thing that would justify the 
proceedings that had been taken. Lord 
Melville bad been charged with withdraws 
img the public mioney from the bank, fot? 
the purposes of private emolument; but 
lord Melville had stated the very reverse 
tobe the case; he had stated, that it had 
been drawn only for the expediency of the 
public service. From all that had passed; 
he had. nat observed any thing tending tod 
criminate lord Melvitle on that bead. The 
noble lord had afterwards been struck ont | 
af the list of privy counsellors; and on thé 
| of Aprit ut order was made, directing 
the attorney general to commence 4 evil 
‘suit against his lordship. Two questions 
had arisen. on that occasion ; first, wither 
a civil suit should be commeuced against 
‘hom; and next, whether a criminal proses 
cution should be instituted; and though 
many differeuit opinions prevailed ‘on the 
subject, which were fluctuating and chang- 
‘ig, yet at-length the: civil suit for the re~ 
covery of the money was’ preferred. Tt 
would be incousistent for the house to 
torder @ criminal prosecution: after havin; 

adopted the other mode of proceeding; 
‘and herein it was. painful to: him to differ 
fyom. his right bon. and learmed friend 
Bond), for whose opinion he entere 
tained. the highest respect, and for whose 
pevson he felt the: most sincerefand zealous 
‘friendship. ‘The circumstances which led 


suspicion. of participation ow the part 


| | 
| 

| | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| | 
fas, and he taught enquiry was | 
ii 
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oflord Melyilleyhad been. hefore the 
in that part. of the-evidence of Mr. Tretter, 
where he says that he bad been sometimes: 
in advance or 2Q. thousand pounds’to; 
Jord Melville... As the. civil suit had been 
ordered, the select committee, with the! 
instructions they had received, had consi-. 
dered themselves as_precluded from -:en- 
quiring intovany-matters,that were the‘ob- 
jects of that suit; and af anyof the:wit 
nesses ‘that had ‘been examined: before them; 
had. set out withstating that they. were 
about to. give sume ad- 
vanced for:the private “tise of lord MelwiNa,; 
he had no doubt that they.would have been. 
stopped inthe outset. °"That having been 
the case, he.contended ‘that -it would be 
highly inconsistent. -for .the: thause- to. stop 
the civil suit, and. institute 
secution now. He did: not to. say 
that a case .might not be made6ut,: ‘jn, 
which it would be right to adoptsuch a- 
course ;. but: he insisted that such €ase 
should ‘be first. made out..°.His. right, how. 

@nd learned friend ‘stated that new 
matter had been produced to the -house, 
and he was.ready.to. admit.:thak if,.sueh | 
matter, as had. not been in. the.contempla- |: 


tion of the house before, had been brought 


toclight, and of sufficient. magnitude to 
Jostily the alteration of their proceedjr 
the inconsistency might be 
curred. This question turned upon ; 
cases respecting two or three sums, As to] 
the .20,000].. that had been lent to. 
Melvilie.by Mr. :Trotter,. there. was no 


__ evidence to prove that his Jordsbip Kaew. 


the fund from. which it had been proébred: 
Neither could: he discover any. trace. of 
evidence to prove, as stated by his learned 
friend,..thatdord Melville: ha 
in the interest arising from navy, exche- 
quer bills, or other stock purchased ; and 
be saw no.reason for supposing that such 
Participation existed. He admitted that 
the 10,0001.which had been in the passession 
of lord Melville previous to 1780, and'the 
other sum of 10 or 12 thousand pounds, being 
half of the 23,000]. advanced out of. the 
public money, had been primd facie unex- 
plained. But, for sake of argument, he 
should suppose, what would he most dis- 
advantageous to lord Melville, that both 
had been ‘applied: to. his private use,. and 
then it. would only . follow, that they had 
been,advanced to him,from time to tyme 
asa temporary accommodation. It had 
been argued by the noble Jord opposite 


Lbeen-repaid. If that had been proved, he’ 
should admit that it would be a'sufficient’ 
treason for the house to depart- from its: 
adopted proceedings, in’ order to institute 
a erimipal prosecution, But he ‘wished 
that noble lord to -bear jn mind-~ that the 
charge was not. supported by the evidence 

and that the*hon. gent. -who- had? 
byought the motiony"had not as- 
serted. that. these sums had not been’ 
paid..*1¢. wag stated”in* the report that 
these repaid, but:without in- 
terast. He ‘could. have wished: that the no- 
blelord:- had:examined the evidence: before. 


ber here called.the attention of the house 
to the answers of Mr. Trotter, to two 
questions on this subject, where he stated 
that these” sums.must have‘ been. paid to 
him, ‘and -to “-him-as paymaster, and to his. 
answer,. that: not only: these. sums, but all 
other advances to lord. Melville; since the 
year 17.86, shad since” been repaid. He 
asked therefore;swhether ‘in fairness or 
Leandour: any mind:could suppese-that these 
[sims had wot: been repaid? If it could be 

roved that'they had no#been repaid, that 

diid-meke out.'a stronger-case than-any 
that had- yet: ‘been made, because it would 


prove embezzlement of the public 


money. ‘Phere was no proof that the pubs 
Jie. last” single, shilling: On the 


the whole, theréféie,-it-appeared only, that in 


the.course of 14 46 years, lord Melville 
had -heen acconimodated with sums to thé 
betaveen 20 ‘and 30, 000k As. 
‘to. the: bond of: telease, he: “thought there 
was. nothin in the clause, 


not have thought extraordinary if such @ 
clause ,were.preserited to himseléin a’ re-" 
lease, and. he should pot hesitate to sign’ 
it... It appeared by the evidence of one’ 
of the gentlemen that had examiny . 
ed, that covenants .to give up. vouchers | 
were frequent ; aud the introduction : of 
this clause for burning of -veuchers' had. 


ther when the release had been executed; 
and the inconvenience of transmitting the 
vouchers mutually such a distance. _ If this 
clause had-come to: their. knowledge with; 
out any previous acquaintance with the 
circumstance of the destruction:of vouch+ 


ers, it would never have giyen rise‘to’any’ 


unfavourable suspicions. » All this;»therey 
fore, had.been known: previqus.to-the civ - 


(lord H. Petty) - these sums had never 


he. contradicted that fact. The hon. 


precedents. of or he should 


arisen from. the parties -having been vat, 
the distance of 400 miles from each 0* « .: 
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“He would ask whether two processes 


_ noble lord had been already punished by- 


.been voluntary, and not in consequence of 


. ready suffered punishment to the utmost 


throughout the whole of bis speech. with 
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suit; and it would. therefore. be.inconsis~ 
tent to alter the course;of proceeding. 


could be instituted without subjecting the 

rty to a double punishment? If they 
could not institute the criminal prosecution 
without interfering with the civil process, 
they ought not to prosecute at all. The 


the successive measures that had been 
taken with respect to him. The hon. gent. 
who had brought forward the motion had 
stated, that the noble lord’s resignation had 


the resolutions of the house. But could 
any one seriously assert that he had not 
suflered in consequence of. the resolu- 
tions of’ the house? He was himself of 
opinion, that the noble lord ought not to 
be further punished, because he had al- 


extent to which an impeachment would 
subject him. The hon. gent. (Mr, Whit- 
bread) had said, that he did not wish to 
carry the punishment: a hair’s breadth be-. 
yond what the ends of justice required, But 
what was the end of justice? Not.to crush 
the individual, but to make an example 
that might deter others from the commis- 
sion of such crimes. Could any budy sup- 
pose that lord Melville had not been made 
an example of? They had only to consider 
what he was twelve months since, and to 
compare that with his present degraded and 
fallen state. He confessed that he thought 
the ends of justice were satisfied, that lord 
Melville had been sufficiently punished, 
and that enough had been done for exam- 
ple, and he should therefore vote against the 
motion. 

_ Mr, Wilberforce admitted that the hon. 
geut. who had preceded him, had acted 
confurmably to his usual character and 
conduct, and had discussed the question 


that candour and moderation which be- 
caine a member of the legislature, , It was 
painful to him, after all that he had heard, 
to be compelled still to dissent from the 
conclusions which the hon, gent. had 
drawn, and particularly because he felt 
the difficulty and embarrassment in which 
the house was placed, But whatever 
might be his feelings on the occasion, or 
his sense of these embarrassments, they 
should all give way to the dictates of duty, 
and for the ends of substantial, justice. 
He had come down to the, house. the pre- 
¢eding day with his.mind discharged from 


‘the influence of what had passed,.with a 


view .to attend to what the noble lord ha& 
to urge. in his defence, and in the expec- 


‘tation: that any thing that was doubtful: 


might be explained, and any thing that 
was wanted might be supplied. He had 
come to the house entertaining doubts 
concerning the motion. which was to be 
submitted to it. . But whatever might 
have been the impression on his mind.in 
that instance, the speech of the noble lord 
had convinced him, that some further 
criminal prosecution was necessary before 
the ends of justice would be satisfied. The. 
principles too which the noble lord had 
laid down, and particularly one of them, 
were such as to call for severe reprobation.. 
It might be said that they had now arrived 
at a new era in the course of the proceed- 
ings on this business., ‘They had been in 
such ustate with respect to several parti-. 
culars, that .they,could not look for infor. 
mation to any ‘other. than- his lordship ; 
and though, when permitted. to attend in 
thet house, he had been laid under re-, 
strictions in auother place, it was to have, 
been expected, that notwithstanding these 
restrictions, he would not have omitted te 
haye entered into a defence of his conduct 
fairly and temperately, But so. far had 
the speech of the noble lord been from 
a. justification of his conduct, or from, 
proving the steps harsh which the house 
had taken, that it strengthened the charges 
already affecting him., He Should not go. 
over the whole of the arguments of the 
noble lord, because they had been infi- 
nitely better refuted. by the bon. gent. op-- 
posite (Mr. Whitbread), and because he 
should injure that hon, gent.’s argu- 
‘ments, if he.were to attempt to repeat 
them. But there. were one or two topics 
on which he felt it indispensably necessary, 
for him to touch. . ‘The noble lord in his 
speech had acknowledged no. ¢riminality ; 
he had attempted to justify his conduct,, 
and stated that the. law of the land had not, 
been violated. Jn support of this asser-~ 
tion he had argued from the statute, and 
from the conduct of subsequent treasurers 
of the navy, and. in. particular of lord 
Harrowby. As to the argument, founded 
on the provisions of the statute, the noble 
‘lord insisted that the statute only required 
that the money should not be drawn from. 
the bank but for naval services, which re- 
gulation of the statute had not been vige 
lated. But was itto be supposed, that the. 


legislature could.in such 9 statute regulate 
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the manner in which every minute sum 
_ ‘was to be drawn, or that having directed 
that.the money was not to be drawn but for 
naval services, it was not intended that 
the money, when drawn, was not to be 
applied to any but naval services? Could 
it be endured, that the money should be 
stated to have been drawn for naval ser- 
vices, and the application of it to any other 
purpose than naval services should be at- 
tempted to be justified by any such mise- 
rable quibble? It had also been said 
the noble lord, that lord Harrowby had 
doubted of the propriety of the practice, 
and that it was continued two years after 
he had been in office. When that noble 
lord had found that the practice was illegal 
he reformed it. Every body who knew 
lord Harrowby, knew that his health had 
been such as not to allow him to attend, 
when appointed, to the duties of his office ; 
and every body who knew that noble lord, 
knew also, that when afterwards his state 
of health permitted him to discharge these 
duties fully, he had conducted the business 
of his department in strict conformity with 
the law, and with a rigid adherence to the 
_ letter and spirit of the statute. It was 
unnecessary to argue that the act of par- 
liament. was clear and imperative on this 
head. The manner in which it hed ori- 
ginated, the discussions that had preceded 
it, and the circumstances that had attended 
its er all threw a light on its 
meaning. great and main object of 
the statute was, to prevent balances from 
accumulating in the hands of sub-accomp- 
tants, and to make the bank the only 
banker to the public forthe navy money. 
He remembered an attempt that had been 
made to justify the practice of making 
private profit by the use of such money on 
a former occasion, by a reference to the 
practice of former treasurers. But on this 
subject two things’ were to be considered ; 
first, that the cuse had been altered when 
the law proscribed the practice ; and next, 
that the continuance of the practice was 
aggravated by the circumstances with re- 
spect to the noble lord under which the law 
had passed. For what purpose was an 
additional salary of 20001. given to the 
noble lord, if not as a compensation for 
his having been deprived of the. emolu- 
ments arising from the use of the public 
. thoney? It is admitted that the treasurer 
was not to make profit by the public mdhey ; 
and is the distinction to be tolerated that 
what the law doesnot allow to the treasurer 


of the navy, shull be permitted to the pay- 
master? What is there in the law that 
does not apply to either as well as to the; 
other? He was sure that the provisions 
of the law were equally clear as to both. 
What the noble lord could have meant by 
stating he did not know of Mr. Trotter's 
having derived any profit from the use of 
the public money, but by his share of the 
interest it bore when lodged in Messrs, 
Coutts’s, he could not perceive. The 
noble lord seemed throughout a great part 
of his speech to argue, that Mr. Trotter had 
not derived any private profit in drawing the 
money from the bank, ‘though here he ad- 
mitted it [a cry of no! no!]. He had 
made a note on the circumstance at the 
time, but if he misunderstood the noble 
lord, he was glad to be set right. : It ap- 
peared to him, however, a narrow and 
weak distinction that had been put be- 
tween the purposes for which the money 
had been drawn, and the uses to which it 
had been applied. ‘The noble lord had 
said, that if he had been asked a question 
directly, as to that point, he could not 
have had any hesitation in answering it, 
The conclusion, therefore, was, that Mr. 
Trotter had been permitted to draw money - 
from the bank, for the purpose of applying 
it to purposes of private emolument. He 
was sorry to be obliged to state it, but this 
was not satisfactory to him, nor could it 
be so to any one who looked for substantial 
information. He could recollect but one 
part in which the noble lord appeared to 
him. to be satisfactory, and that was his 
reason for keeping his place of treasurer — 
of the. navy in cousequence of its having 
been connected with the superintendance 
of Indian affairs, which that noble lord 
had presided over and regulated whilst at | 
the head of the board of control, in a man- 
ner most honourable to himself and bene- 
ficial to the country and the company: and 
here he begged leave to bear testimony, in. 
justice to that noble lord, to the purity 
and integrity with which he had adminis- 
tered the affairs of the India company 
during the whole time he presided over 
them, particularly in his appointments to 
high and important offices in that service. 
He had an opportunity of being acquainted 
with many such appointments, where the 
noble lord knew nothing of the person he 
appointed, but from his integrity and abi- 
lity. He had heard one person (lord 
Teignmouth), who had been governor- 
general of India by his lordsbip’s appoint- 
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ment, say, that during the whole time of 
his being in that important station he had 
‘never been applied-to by his lordship for 
@ny one thing as a matter of favour, which 
could have been in the smallest degree 
disagreeable to bis feelings.—With regard 
to the burning of the papers and the clause 
in the release for that purpose, he observed 
that many thought that a doubtful trans- 
_ action. For his own part, if, as it had 
been ‘put by the learned. gent. (Mr. Ley- 
cester), that stood by itself, and they had 
_ not known of any destruction of papers, 
he thought that‘it would not have given 
rise to any suspicion. But he agreed with 
his right hon, friend (Mr. Bond) who had 
remarked upon the coincidence of the time, 
and the destruction of the papers, whilst 
the parties were at such a distance from 
each other, that this was a doubtful cir- 
cunistance. ‘I'he noble lord in: his letter 
to the. commissioners had stated, that he 
was in the habit of amusing himself occa- 
sionally with destroying useless papers 
(a loud cry of no, no; on which the hon. 
member consulted his copy of the report). 
He had mistaken a word. ‘The noble lord 
had stated, that he employed himself in the 
occasional habit of destroying useless 
papers. When these circumstances were 
considered, it would be impossible to di- 
vest.one’s mind of the suspicion of some 
impropriety. But the topic upon which 
he felt most sénsibly, the article in his 
Aordship’s speech which affected him most 
forcibly, was that in which he spoke of the 
‘10,0001. which he had in his possession 
when Mr. Trotter had been appointed pay- 
master. Of the application of this:sum, 
- he had-declared that he would give no ac- 
count to that house, or to any other body 
or individual. It would have been sur- 
prising that any man should make such a 
_ declaration, but it was particularly asto- 
nishing in his lordship, who was so well 
acquainted with business, so well versed 
in history, so well skilled in the’ practice 
of the constitution; so well informed on the 
subject’ of legal delinquency, and so much 
in the habit of preparing the defences of 
others. What did it amount to but the} 
avowal of: a principle, which, if the house 
Were once to récognize, would put an end. 
to all the advantages of the constitution, 
and thé’ most invaluable privileges‘of that 
house’? It was the same asif the noble 
lord were at onte' to’say, “ I will be greater 
than the law; I-will be supéricr to the 
éonstitution; I will do that which both 


prohibit, and I will not be accountable to 
any authority fot the trespass.” When 
our sovereign ascends the throne to whieh 
he is entitled by hereditary right, it is re- 
quired of him to take an oath that he will 
govern according to the laws. It is equally 
the law that no money voted by parliament 
should be expended but as the law directs. 
The noble lord had spent 10,0001. for 
which he refused to give any account. It 
was a libel on the constitution to suppose 
that any grievance could arise for which it 
did not pointouta remedy. It was a prin- 
ciple of our happy constitution, and that 
which endeared it most to his enthusiastic 
love and admiration, that it was as capable 
of vigour and secrecy on some occasions 
as of openness and publicity in others. 
But the noble lord was prevented from any 
disclosure by considerations of public ho- 
nour and private convenience. When'the 
noble lord had accepted of a place in this 
country, he must have entered into an ob- 
ligation to discharge the duties of it ac- 
cording to law. What country the objec- 
tionable principle might be accommodated 
to, he knew not; but sure he was, that it. 
was not calculated for the meridian of this 
country. This brought to his mind ah 
anecdote of one of our own princes, who 
was most unprincipled and unfortunate, 
James II.; no, he meant another that was 
more profligate than unfortunate, his im- 
mediate predecessor, Charles II. who, if he 
had had the benefit of such a principle as 
the noble lord’s, need not have employed 
any chancellor of the exchequer, or re~ 
sorted to the extraordinary means which 
he found necessary to enable him to sup-= 


ply his extravagancies. It could not be 


true that such a secrecy was either essential. 
to the dignity of the government or the 
safety of the country. The anecdote he 
alluded to was one which is recorded of 
the observation made by a Mr. Gourney, 
on an occasion of one of the extraordinary 
means resorted to, to extract money in the 
reign of that profligate monarch. His obser- 
vation had: been, “ that a king of England, 
who governed by the laws, would be the 
greatest sovereign on earth, bu: that if he 
should not be the man of his people, he 
would be the weakest.” This had such an ef- 
fect on that monarch as to put a stop to his 
extortions foratime. But they should look” 
to the consequences that would result from — 
the principle ofthe noblelord,the measures 
of public corruption, secret depravity, and 


uudue'influence that it would give rise to, 
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The avowal of such a principle led one to 
think that there was something dark and 
mysterious in the transaction that would 
_ not bear the light, and he should only add, 


~ that the simple declaration of it was. big 


‘with dangers which might not be foreseen. 
The main question was, in his mind, whe- 
ther lord Melville had not been already 


'» punished?, and that would lead them to 


consider the nature and amount of his 


lordship’s crime. He had formerly stated, 


that whether it were considered with re- 
spect to its intrinsic turpitude or its possi- 
ble consequences, it was a crime of the 
greatest magnitude. With respect to the 
‘ circumstances that had attended its. come 
mission, it appeared equally indefensible. 
Tt had been committed by one acquainted 
with the laws and judicial proceedings of 
the country; it had not been committed in 
@ hurry nor through passion, but had been 
persevered in for many years; so that it 
was characterised by its intensity, if the 
expression might be allowed, on one hand, 
and its continuity on the other. It had 
been urged that the noble lord had already 
sustained much punishment; but it was 


. his opinion, that the striking him out of the 


list-of privy counsellors was the only pu- 
nishment which he had yet suffered. (A 
cry of no, no, from the treasury benches, 
and of hear, hear, from the opposition.) 
The resolutions that the house had voted, 
pronouncing on his conduct, unquestiova- 
bly formed no part of his punishment, be- 
cause they might very properly preeede the 
motion for impeachment. And if the 
hoa. member who had brought forward this 
anotion, had followed up the resolutions 


- with a similar one, it would have been right 


in him to have taken the sense of the house 
on the resolutions first, and on the ques- 
tion.of guilt. Under all the circumstances 
-of the case, considering that such a crime 
had been committed, had been so eluci- 
dated, so justified, and so defended, he 
would rather that they should rescind all 
that bad been done,. and allow lord Mel- 
ville to be* restored to all his: former dis- 
tinctions, than that they should stop here, 
and not adopt any further criminal prose- 
cution for obtaining the -purposes of sub- 
stantial justice. It had been argued by 
the learned. gentleman that the criminal 
prosecution would be inconsistent with the 
regularity of their proceedings; but though 
there had been a variety in the measures they 
_had adopted, yet that variety had arisen from 
the different circumstances in which, at dif- 


fereut times, they had been placed. When 
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,for carrying them to the foot of the throne, 
the lights they then had were sufficient tojus- 
tify these proceedings. They had alsoin view 
the criminal prosecution ;and ifhis right hon, 
friend (Mr. Pitt) had intended, by advising 
.the name of the noble lord to be struck out 
of the list of privy counsellors, to defeat 
the criminal proceeding, he ought to have 
stated it to the house and given them a 
choice. {n both these cases they had acted 
according to the lights they had, and. in 
carrying up their sense of the conduct of 
the noble Jord ‘to the throne, they had only. 


lature. But he could vot conceive that 
they by that precluded themselves from 
adopting any further proeeedings. With 
‘regard to the different modes of proceed- 
ing, he was inclined to. adopt the amend- 
ment that had been proposed by his right 
hon, and learned friend (Mr. Bond). But 


substance,.should not differ about the man= 
ner of aftaining it, and he was therefore of 


opinion that his right hon. friend would do 


well not to press his amendment on the 
|house, beeause it was desirable that those 
who were agreed upon. the end should not 
appear to difler about the means. He 
should therefore agree im the original mo= 
tion, though he was disposed to prefer the 
amendment. He gladly agreed with his 
right hon, friend in his eulogiums.on the 
administration of justice in this country; 
he also with pleasure concurred with his 
panegyri¢ on that mode of trial which was. 
one of the most valuable rights of the. peo 
ple of this country, and rendered its 
‘constitution the most enviable on earth. 
He should. hope that the hon. gentlemen 
opposite might be induced to adopt the 
amendment; but if they should persist in 
the original motion, he should be obliged 
to vote for it. He begged pardon for 
trespassing at such Jength on the house; 
but he could not sit down without making 
one or two observations on the arguments 
ef the learned gentleman who had preceded 
in the-debate. ‘That learned gent. had 
said, that if it had been proved that the 
of 10,000l.. had not been repaid, he 
should vote for further proceedings. It 
appeared, therefore, that his difficulty 
was only a question of degree, and re- 
solved itself into expediency. i they 


thought that the punishment already in-. 


flicted was‘not adequate, they were not 
precluded from adopting further proceed- 


ings. The learned gent. had insisted that 


the resolutions had been Voted, and the vote 


discharged a duty as a branch of the legis~— 


he thought that those who. were agreed in . 
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no loss had been sustained by the public. . 
But there was one loss which the public) 
had certainly suffered, in the additional 
salary of 2,000]. thathad been granted to 
the treasurer of the navy, as had been 
stated by the hon. gent. (Mr. Whitbread), § 
in lieu of the profits derived from the use| 
of the public money. But this he should 
not dwell on as an item of loss. ‘The great 
Joss was not in money, it.arose from a cause | 
tauch more important and deeper, which) 
‘struck at the root of all these principles, ; 
which, by being kept pure and urcontami- 
nated, could alone securé the cowstitution 
against public corruption, and prevent the 
atfections of the people from being alienat- 
ed from that constitution which was so 
justly the object of their admiration. He 
had but one remark more to make, When 
lord Melville allowed Mr. ‘Trotter to draw 
the navy money from the bank for the 
purpose of placing it at a_ private banker's 
to derive profit trom a@ participation in the 
interest of it, he’ought naturally to have 
warned him against hazarding the public 
money by speculations in stock jobbing; 
yet no such evidence had appeared in the 
statement of the noble lord, When also 
the noble lord could, if the case had ad- 
mitted of it, have jastified his conduct, 
and had omitted to do so, he was justitied 
in concluding that he could not. ‘The main 
question, therefore, for the house to ask 
themselves was, whether, ‘as this motion 
dad been brought. forward, the punishment 
already inflicted was sufficient, or whether, 4 
without conniving at the conduct of lord’ 
Melville, they could vote agaiast the mo- 
tion? he had been doubtful at first, but 
after having heard the defence of his lord- 
ship, he felt that he had no option.. He 
thought he understood from the learned 
gent. that they might come at a knowledge 
of further circumstances relative to the 
10,0001. by the evidence of Mr. Trotter, 
and that alene was sufficient to justify 
further proceedings. If all persons in office 
who had the disposal or care of public 
money were to imitate the example of lord 
Melville, by diverting the public money to 
private purposes, crimes would be multi- 
plied, and there would be no end to the 
delinquency. As to the application, of 
money to secret services, he begged . to 
remark, that only 100,0001. were allowed 
annually for England, and that sums voted 
for foreign secret service money were to be 
accounted for by the oath of the secretary 
of state that they had been expended. If 


such prachces as formed the charges against 
lord Melville were to be suffered to pass 
with impunity, it would be vai to adopt or 
enact regulatioas for the security of the | 
public money or the direction: of public 
offices. Lord Melville should account for 
the sums of public money which he had re« 
ceived. ‘The learned member had said, that 
his defence had extenuated his guilt, but 
he was convinced, on the contrary,.that by 
it it had been aggravated. The learned 
gent. had also stated, that this was not a’ ° 
time for going into enquiries; but it was: 
to be considered, that the necessity had 
been imposed upon them by those who 
would not let. thera know what their guilt 
was. He depended on the strength and’ 
resources of the empire for its protection; 
on the superiority of our navy, and the 
valour of our forces; but he depended 
more en the affection and attachment. of 
the people of the country; on their love 
for the constitution, and their loyalty to © 
their sovereign, which would be. ensured 
more effectually, if they should see that: 
there was no impunity for crimes commit-. 
ted against the public, and that their rights. 
were respected, their liberties secured, and 
the laws equally administered on the eter- — 
nal principles of sound policy and impartial 
justice. 
Lord Castfereagh felt himself peculiarly 
called upon to state the grounds on which 
he must give his decided negative to the- 
motion of the hon. gent. He had been- 
anxious that the question should be dis- 
cussed by those who possessed great legal: | 
and constitutional knowledge; but how- 
ever that knowledge belonged to his hon. 
friend who had just sat’ down, he was, he 
owned, surprised at the mode:ia which he 
had treated the subject, to the discussion 
of which he seemed to have.come for the 
first time, and of which he appeared to 
have taken the: most antiquated view. He - 
trusted the period was vow arrived when 
the question was fully understood. When 
the hon. gent. opposite.-made his motion, he 
was by no means aware-whether he in- 
tended that the measure proposed by him 
should be supplemental to the civil suit in« 
stituted by order of the house, or whether 
it was to be a substitute for that proceed~ 
ing, The explanation with which that hon. - 
gent, had followed the speech of his hons, 
‘friend behind him (Mr. Bond) shewed that, 
he meant the latter. In this case the ci- 
vil suit ought not only to be suspended, 


‘but altogether abandoned, On the pos 


s ¥ 

| 
| 

‘ 

— 

\ 

j 


; 


sition of bis hon. friend, that if tow mat- 
ter had been laid before the house, new 
steps ought to be taken, he was anxious to 


_ join issue with him, supposing that his hon. 


friend of course meant new matter, not 


- merely nominally so, but substantial aggra- 


vated matter, sufficient to arrest the atten- 
tion of the house, and to induce it to adopt 
that proposition, which, when the discus- 
sion took place on the relative advantages 
of a civil or a criminal proceeding, his hon. 
friend had thought it right to reject. Upto 
the present moment, every step taken by 


' - the house seemed clearly to indicate, that 
they relinquished all idea of criminal pro- 


secution. He was by no means desirous of 
tying the hon. gent. opposite (Mr. Fox) 


‘downto any opinions he had delivered ; 
_ but certainly, on the second vight of the 


debate on this subject, that hon. gent, had 
declared, that if lord Melville were re- 
moved from his majesty’s councils and pre- 


sence, he should consider all personal pro- 


ceedings against him as concluded, and that 


there would then only remain to obtain pe- 


_ cuniary justice forthe country. But it was 


not on authority, however high and re- 
spectable, that he wished to rest the merits 
of the case. He agreed perfectly with his 


hon. friend who had just delivered his sen- 
_ timents, that the house might come to cer- 


tain resolutions with a view to a subse- 
quent impeachment or criminal prosecu- 
tion ; but he put it to the candour of the 


_ hon. gent. who moved those resolutions 


against lord Melville, whether or not he 
had intimated any intention of this ‘nature. 
He had not done so; he had contented 
himself with dropping a hint that he would 
prosecute further enquiry into that part of 
the 10th report, in which, as he said, the 


- chancellor of the exchequer was implicated, 


and that, on a future day, he would pro- 
pose that a civil suit should be instituted 
against lord Melville, for the purpose of 
tecovering from him any profits arising from 
the use of the public money. By his sub- 
Sequent motion for an address to his ma- 
jesty to remove lord Melville from his 
presence and councils for ever, he evi- 
dently and avowedly looked for one pu- 
nishment, and be would scarcely violate 
the constitution so grossly as at the same 
time to bave anether in bis view. The 
object of the address was not confined to 
removal, pending any criminal proceedings 
against the neble lord. No: on cool de- 
liberation, after an interval of three weeks 
from the passing of the resolutions, the hon, 
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gent. proposed that motion which was to 
dismiss lord Melville from all places of — 


trust and dignity for ever. Nothing‘could’ 
be more clear than that at that time all 
idea of criminal prosecution was banished 


* 


from the hon. gent.’s mind.—Let us now . 


consider the civil suit, and the circum= 
stances under which the select committee: 


had been appointed. Was it possible to. . 


imagine, that if the house had. entertained 
the most distant conception of the proba=. 
bility of deriving from the researches of that 
committee matter on which it would be ex- 
pedient to, ground a criminal prosecutivn,’ 
they would have voted the institution of a 
civil suit, and have debarred the commit-.. 
tee from investigating. those points in the 


10th report, on which alone the expediency — 


of such criminal prosecution could rest ?- 
Up to the appointment of that committee, 
therefore, it was evident that nothing could 
be-farther from the contemplation of the 
house than the institution of any criminal 
proceeding against the noble lord. A new 
case must therefore be shewn, and irrefra~ 
gable arguments adduced to: incline the 
house now to adopt that from which they 
so recently abstained; otherwise the op- 
tion between a civil and a criminal prose- 
cution was no longer in their possession. 
Were this principle not to be adhered to,-- 
lord Melville would be treated in a man. 
ner to which never had a British subject: 
been before exposed ; and his fate would 
remain on record as a monument of the 
inconsistent severity of parliament. Was 
there any new matter in the report of the 
select committee, and what was its import 
and value? In considering this part of the ~ 
subject he wished to establish a distinction, 
material to an accurate judgment, It was. 
between the charge of profit obtained from 
the public money actually proved against 
lord Melville, and that of which only sus-- 
picion existed. He intreated the house to 
recollect the circumstances known to then. 


prior to the appointment of the committee, — 
and those with which they had subsequent- 


ly become acquainted. It was known in the 
former period, that considerable sums of 
the public money issued for naval services 
had been appropriated to purposes not na- 
val. Nay, the impression was stronger 
than it was now, for the house then knew 
that 60,000!. had been diverted in this 
manner, but they did not know that 40,000), 
of it had been applied in a way which did 
infinite credit to ‘those concerned in the 


application; and yet having negatived 
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proposition to enter into criminal proceed- 
ings at that time, they were now called on 
to accede to it when the circumstances were 
so much less flagrant, nor was the house ig- 
norant at the time he alluded to,thatthe pub- 
lic money had been withdrawn by Trotter 
from the bank with lord Melville’s know- 
ledge. The hon. gent. had laid much stress 
on the refusal of the noble lord to explain 
what was done with the 10,001. for which 
he was in advance prior to the paymaster- 
ship of Trotter, and had insisted that be- 
cause he would not explain that transac- 
tion, it must necessarily have been one 
from which he had derived personal ad- 
vantage ; but, surely it, must occur to that 
kon. gent. and to the house, that in times 
_ like those through which we, have Jately 

passed, money might be applied in secret 
‘services, the disclosure of which to asingle 


individual, might endanger the life and. 


honour of those who had placed implicit 
confidence in the good faith of a minister. 
‘His hon, friend had expressed a doubt 
whether. or not this money had been ever 
repaid; but if he would examine the evi- 
dence of ‘Trotter, he would find that point 
completely ascertained. He says, that not 
only that sum, but every sum since ad- 
vanced to lord Melville had been punc- 
‘tually replaced. With regard to the ex- 
tent of the danger with which the consti- 
tution was threatened by this species of 
transaction, let it be considered, that if 
any one does apply the public money to 
any object not immediately regular, he ex- 
pects to be repaid from some legal quar- 
ter; if not, he must lose the money ; and 
the house surely need be under no alarm 
that any individual would thus dispose of 
his private property for the purposes of cor- 
ruption. Now, though the noble lord at 
‘the time when he withdrew this sum of 
10,000]. was not in. any official situation 
as a minister, yet, with respect to Scot- 
land, he was, to all intents, a confiden- 
tial servant of the crown. It had been 
supposed that this money was devoted to 
his own emolument, but of this the mode 
in which he described his apprehensions 
to Trotter on his first coming into the pay- 
mastership, was a sufficient refutation. It 
was the language of a man who had ad- 
vanced public money for public services, 
and who was fearful that the result would 
be detrimental to himself. With regard 
to the other sum, with the employment 
of which for private advantage before his 
agguajntange with Mr. Trotter, lord Mel- 


ville. had been charged, it was precise 
ly the sum on. which no indictment 
could possibly be framed, What was the 
situation of lord Melvill at that time? 
This sum was part of the balances of his first, 
and the first part of his second treasurer. 
ship, to which the act of parliament did 
not apply. He allowed that the noble 
lord was bound not to derive any advantage 
from those balances, but he was by no 


means restrained by the resolutions of the — 


commissioners of accounts, or by the re= 
cent increase of salary, from keeping them 
where he chose. 
ville had been so dead to all sense of ho- 
nour, or so willing to risk the shipwreck of 
his character as he had been represented, 
would he have been satisfied with keeping 
this 10,0001. in his hands? Would he not 
rather have retained the whole of the ba- 
lances, amounting to 56,000).? If the no~ 
ble lord had allowed himself to make use 
with such facility of the public money, or ' 
if he had connived, in the way in which he 
had been accused of doing, in the free 
use of such money by Trotter, is it credi+ 
ble that he would have borrowed from him 
the sum of ten thousand pounds on interest? 
Would he not rather, if his relations with 
Trotter were such as had heen described, 
have felt entitled to demand that he should 
feed his wants? It was far from his inten. 
tion to say, that lord Melville had not pers 
mitted a breach of the law, or that he had 
not, in his opinion, allowed considerable 
mismanagement to exist in his office ; but 
there was a wide difference between this 


faccusation of irregular and not 


warrantable conduct, and a delinquenc 
of the most sordid and base nature that . 
could attach to man.—With respect to the 
money drawn from the mixed fund, he als 
lowed it was a fair object of jealousy, and 
he thought a civil procedure necessary to 
ascertain the composition of that fund. 
But surely his hon. friend, versed as he 
was in the laws and constitution of the 
country, would not contend that a crimi- 
nal court could take cognizance of this mo- 
ney, until it was proved to be public pro- 
perty, which could only be done by a civil 
suit. At present it could only be argued 
upon a matter of suspicion, and not estab- 
lished by proof. Deducting 10,0001. which 
was, under other circumstances, the sum 
on which suspicion arises, leaves 46,0001. 
He allowed, that previous to the report of 


the select committee, with the exception | 


of Trotter’s account cusrent, the house was 


Besides, if lord Mel . 
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“Rot in possession of any evidence expla- 
natory of the application of that sum, but 
on looking at it, the sum of 22 or 23 thou- 
sand pounds borrowed for lord Melville by 
Trotter, on interest, must be deducted. It 
was not until he was hard pressed, that 
Trotter acknowledged in the committee, 
that he was himself the lender of this sum. 
The hon. gent. had urged against the noble 
lord that in his statement the preceding 
evening be had not mentioned either the 
lender of this. money or.the. security on 
which it was deposited. The reason that 
he had not done so was obvious. He consi- 


, dered the whole as a private transaction, 


but it did not follow. that there was no 
ostensible lender. ‘It was not a sum from 
- which lord. Melville had derived any per- 
sonal advantage, but for which he paid to 
. Mr. Trotter the same interest that he would 
have done to any other member of the 
community. The sum was thus brought 
down to less than 25,0001.; of this the sub- 
scription to the loyalty loan amounted to 
10,000]. the security for which remained 
in the hands of Trotter, and the interest 


__ of which discharged the interest of the sum 


advanced for it, Thus was this gross sum 
for which lord Melville stood accountable, 
reduced to that at which it was on the last 
vote of the house of commons on the sub- 
ject, namely; between 10 and 15,0001. In 
the whole of this transaction therefore, as 
_ developed by the select committee, nothing 
new, or more culpable than what was for- 
merly known, had been. discovered ; and 
was it within. the sphere of possibility that 
“Tord Melville should sacrifice even his self- 
' estimation, supposing that the affair should 
never be unveiled, for such a trifling con- 
sideration ? [t was not probable that at any 
one period he was in possession of more 
than 5 or 60001. But stating it at the ut- 
most, supposing it to be 15,0001. the -an- 
nual value: of which was 7501. what mo- 
tive could such a man, possessed of such 
a character, vested with such power as that 
noble lord, have to-embark in such a 


- wicked and barefaced transaction, for so 


paltry asum? With respect to the payment 
of navy bills at Coutts’s, it was a subject of 
general notoriety; no attempt whatever was 
_ made to conceal it. Had there been any 
‘wish to derive from this practice illicit ad. 
vantages, would drafts on that banking- 
house. haye been given to every. man .who 
walked the streets? In this country, which 
had to boast that .the purity.of its. minis- 
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it possible to suppose that the noble lord 
would sell himself to perdition for such a 
price, and ‘in-so stupid a manner? Aud to 


}crown the whole, after the commissiouers 


of ‘naval enquiry. had been appointed, and 


after they had issued. their tremendous 


precepts, he is ‘supposed, by way of con« 
cealing his connection with Trotter, to go 
to-a man of business for the purpose of — 
enabling him to do that which, had he been 
guilty of that which was laid to his charge, 
he could have done more effectually him- 
self! Not satisfied with this confidence in 
Spottiswoode, he had confided in the regis- 
ter of Scotland! And to what purpose was 
all this confidence? According to his ac- 
cusers it must have been for the purpose 


of self destruction ! He owned, atter the 


most anxious attention that perhaps he had 
ever y id to a subject in the whole course 
of his life, he could not impute any seri- 
ous guilt to the noble lord, although he 
could not-but admit that nothing could be 
more unfortunate than his situation. But 
that any new or strong additional facts 
against him had been produced in the re- 
port of the select committee he positively 
denied. On the contrary, that report ex- 
tenuated rather than aggravated the cir- 
cumstances of the case. He intreated the 
house now for the last time to consider the 
subject with the solemnity which its im- 
portance demanded, and to come to a de~ 
liberate decision, which they should not 
herealter feel compelled to view with re- 
gret. Without meaning to derogate from 
the talents of the hon. gent. who was the 
original prosecutor of this affair, or to ut- 
ter any thing ia the least disrespectful to 
his character, he conjured the house to ask 
themselves whether or not he had been a 
prudent or successful adviser in the mea- 
sures hitherto adopted by them, and whe- 
ther or-not he was likely to beso in those 
which were to follow? He thought that 
hon. gent. must feel in his own breast, that 
the proceedings recommended by him had 
hot been altogether satisfactory ; that to 
come toa vote of conviction, without any 
proof-of guilt, without hearing the ac- 
cused, ,without possessing one ground on 
which an English mind could reconcile to ° 
itself the condemnation of any individual, 
however obscure and contemptible, much 
less. one who bore the high character for 
talents, and who enjoyed the brilliant dis- 
tinctions of thé noble lord, was not ens» 
tirely.consonant to the dictates of liberas’ 


ters had been unpolluted for centuries, ws or justice, ‘To the charge of precie 
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pitation, he had to add that of subsequent 
indecision. The hon. gent. gave hotice of 
_ @ motion, which after the lapse of a week 
he suddenly abandoned, By his measures 
he had involved the house of commons in a. 
_ Situation of much embarrassment ; he had. 
‘given to their proceedings the appearance 
‘ofa desire to punish lord Melville by piece- 
meal ; to put hido to the torture, and to do 
that with pleasure and-exultation at which 
the feelings of every true Briton revolt- 
ed. It had been said, “‘ why does not lord 
Melville wish to submit himself to the judg- 
ment of his peers?”. For his own part, no- 
thing could induce him to negative the 
question for bringing the noble lord to that 
tribunal, did he conceive that it would 
afford him a fair opportunity of .exculpa- 
tion. But this could not be the case. 
What evidence could be adduced? His own 
must be rejected. There was no other but 
that of Mr, Trotter ; and he had declared, 
that, although he knew of the 20,0061. being 
in the hands of the noble lord, he was igno- 
rant of its application, and it was on the 
application that the merits of the case rest- 
ed. How then could the house ot Jords 
decide? If they convicted bim of holding 


10,0001. of the public money in his hands. 


antecedent to the paymastership of ‘Trotter 
(which was scarcely passisle, as lord Mel- 
ville’s acknowledgment seemed to be the 


only evidence, and this was inadmissible 


_ in acoaurt of justice), it would be.only a 
conviction of legal guilt, and not guilt of 
that dark complexionwith which it had been 
painted by the hon. gent. and his co- 
adjutors. But if the house of peers de- 
clared lord Melville innocent, were the 
commons prepared to rescind the vote by 
which they had expelled from the service 
of his sovereign, and from the service of 
his country, a man, whose loss, at such a 
time as the present was most sincerely to 
be deplored ? Feeling, therefore, that he 
might be considered as morally guilty, un+ 
der the mask of legal guilt, and that if he 
were proclaimed junocent, he could not 
recover the advantages of innocence, was 
it wonderful that the noble lord was de- 
‘sirous to avoid the fruitless-ordeal? What 
mode of procedure then was left for the 
house to pursue? That on which they for- 
merly decided, a decision which nothing 
new had occurred to change. A civil suit 
was the best adapted to the ends of pub- 
lic justice. In a civil suit the judges 
would not be prevented from availing 
themselves of the of the noble 


lord himself. _The proceedings ina civll 
suit would be more likely to be attended 
with fairness and impartiality than in a 
criminal prosecution. Should the guilt of 
the noble lord be found as great as it was 
described to be by his accusers, would the 


country think the transaction badly or ine | 


completely wound up by compelling him 
to refund his pecuniary gains, after the 
other severe puvishment which had 
already been inflicted on him, a punish- 
ment the most bitter to the feelings of 
man ; and in consideration of the disgrace 
and ignominy that must. attend ” him 
‘through the remainder of his existence 2 
Under all these circumstances, he felt that 
the house had arrived at a point at which 
it was indispensable to the execution of 
their public duty to press no further the 
punishment of the accused. Would an 

man say that the punishment lord Mel- 
ville had already undergone was not suffi- 
cient to make every member of government 
look with the utmost strictness to the 
execution of the laws with which they 
were separately entrusted? Public justice 
was appeased, aud it might surely be now 


allowed to look back om the public life of - 


the noble Jord, and to examine. whether 
or not that life had been devoted to the 
service of the country, the resentment of 
which had been so strongly excited against 
him. From his earliest acquaintance with 
lord Melville he had watched his actions 
with the utmost.attention, and he had 
ever found him discharging the various 
and important duties in which he was 
engaged with the utmost integrity and 
ability. He had fought manfully by his 


side in the defence’ of our happy consti- - 


tution, ata time when it was surrounded 
by the. most perilous circumstances, In 
the peculiar department in which he: had 
so unworthily suceeeded that noble lord, 
he had daily opportunities of witnessing the 
effects of his brilliant talefts and inde- 
fatigable assiduity. Feeling most strong- 
ly the sentiments. which he had endea« 
voured to convey to the house, he was 
firmly convinced not only that he should 


best fulfil his duty to the bouse and to the - 


public by opposing the motion of the hon, 
gent., but that he should be. guilty of in- 
fringing the most. valuable privileges of 
the English constitution, and. the most 


sacred principles of justice,. if he could ba 


induced to. accede to that motion. -, 
Mr. Grey said, -he could. net. allow: the 


question ta go te a decision: ia the 
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‘lord accused his hon. friend of having 


-ereditable to them. How was it that his 
‘hon, friend enjoyed so much influence 
’ «with the house? ‘That he possessed great 


- appointed, on the motion of the chancellor 


It was afterwards proposed, and carried, not 


- @pposite, who had voted im favour of lord 


_ which tle housé was:said to be involved 


om the 


punishment. It was gene- 


_ As to the objection that the resolutions 


speech of the noble lord, without express- 
ing his opinion on the attack that had 
‘been made by him on his hon. friend, he 
might say on the house itself. The noble 


misled the house into proceedings dis- 


abilities and great industry was true, but 
would that industry or those abilities have 
prevailed on the house to adopt any un- 
‘just and improper measure? Besides, 
what share had his hon. friend in the pro- 
ceedings complained of ? The only. one 
proposed by him was the censure contained 
in the resolutions of the 8th of April. 
‘He afterwards moved for an unlimited 
committee on the other parts of the tenth 
report, particularly on those which re. 
garded the question of lord Melville’s par- 
ticipation in the profits arising from the 
use of the public money, but with all the 
influence with which he was supposed to 
be invested, did he persuade the house to 
agree with him? No, And because on acom-| 
mittee of limited authority having been 


of the exchequer, his hon. friend had 
abandoned his intended proposition for 
instituting a civil suit, now rendered nuga- 
tory, he had been accused of indecision. 


by his hon. friend, but by an hon. gent. 


Melville on a preceding occasion, and who 
had never since voted against him. He put 
it to the house therefore to say, whether or 
not it wascommonly fair or commonly de- 
cent, to accuse’ his hon, friend of having 
been the cause of the embarrassments in 


by the adoption of the proposal for insti- 
tuting a civil suit against Jord Melville. 
By some-singular perversion of reasoning, 
the: resolutions passed by that house, ex- 

five of their sentiments on the con- 
duet of the noble: delinquent, had been 
Cotisidered by many, and amougst the rest. 
bythe noble lord who had preceded-him; 
as punishment, That they operated severely 
ings of lord Melville he had no 
doubt, but’ he'denied that they produced 


rally the practice to originate impeach- 
gent? in resolutions of a similar nature. 


Rad been voted without:enquiry, he must 


fepeat: what led bees frequently said, 
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that they were founded on facts; they 
rested on the acknowledgments of lord 
Melville and Mr. Trotter themselves, 
which to the house seemed to require no 
further enquiry. But, then, says the noble 
lord, a measure of punishment was after- 
wards taken. What? ‘The resignation | 
by lord Melville of his seat at the head of 

the admiralty board, followed up by a 
motion in the house for an address to his 
majesty to expel him froin his councils, 
which was’ not agreed to. Was this pu- 
nishment? was this retributive justice? 
Would a false steward be considered as. 

sufficiently punished by being dismissed — 
from his situation? For his part, he 
thought the house had done right in voting 
for the resolutions of the 8th of April, 
the necessary consequence of which was, 
the retiring of lord Melville from office ; 
and he thought they had done right in 
laying those resolutions before the king, 
to apprize his majesty, that he had a per. 
son in his service unfit for any place of trust 
andemolument. In the event his majesty 
ordered lord Melville’s name to be erased 
from the list of privy counsellors. If the 
noble lord thought this punishment utterly 
disproportionate to the offence (which) he 
had asserted), he should allege this against 
the right hon, chancellor of the exchequer, 
who had recommended his royal master to 
take this step. In his opinion, nothing in 
the proceedings that had already been 
adopted by the house, could operate as a 
bar against any further proceedings that 
might be judged necessary. Did the noble 
lord mean to say that any punishment was 
too great? or that had any very heinous 
transactions been discovered by the select 
committee, the house would have been 
precluded from instituting a criminal. pro- 
secution of the perpetrators? The pro- 
ceedings of the house had been hitherto 
confined to the subject of lord Melville’s 
allowing the law to be violated by his 
agent.- Why not, on that part of the sub- 
ject yet ‘untouched, the participation of 
lord Melville in illicit profits, institute a 
criminal prosecution? What could be 
urged against such a step? It could 
scarcely be maintained that other parts of 
the transaction were subject to crimina} 
prosecution, but that this was sacred. The 
question then arose, whether or not lord 
Melville had enjoyed such participation ? 
This the noble lord did not affect entirely 
todeny. He contended indeed, that the 
participation was not so extensive as it was. 
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asserted to be by lord Melville’s accusers ; 
but he admitted that from such partici- 
pation it was possible he might derive an 
income of 7501. a year. If so much 
were admitted, the house might easily 
conjecture what was the fact. ‘The noble 
dord expressed his opinion, that the 
drawing of money from the bank for ‘the 
purpose of facilitating the details of the 
navy office, was a violation rather of the 
letter-than of the.spirit of the act of par- 
liament. If it were really and bond. fide 
for the purpose of discharging these small 
sums, it would be so; and neither he, nor 
his hon. friend, nor any man in the house 
would, he was convinced, be so vindictive 
as to pursue such au infringement of the 
act to punishmeut. But, was this the 
charge? No}; the charge was that lord 
Melville, under this specious pretext, did 
eauthorize Trotter to withdraw immense 
sums of mouey from the bank, to be after- 
wards employed by him to purposes of pri- 
vate emolument. ‘The enquiry would re- 
solve itself into two heads. Was this done 
with the concurrence of lord Melville? 
and if so, did he participate in the emolu- 
ment of it? Into the discussion of these two 
points, the hon. gent. entered, and brought 
a variety of circumstances from the tenth 
report, and from the report of the select 
committee to establish them. By the act 
founded on the report of the commissioners 
of public accounts in 1785, lord Melville 
have been aware that no additio- 
nal perquisite or gratuity was to be made 
to the salary allotted by that act to the 
paymaster of the navy. 
of that act with regard to the transfer of 
balances from the hands of the paymaster 
jnto the custody of the bank, was deferred 
by the sole authority of lord Melville, 
from July 1785, when it ought to have 
taken place, to January 1786, when it 
actually did take place. On some of 
these balances positive proof existed of 
profit having been made by lord Melville ; 
on two of these balances particularly, 
amounting in all to 5,0001. of which the 
country had never received #shilling: To 
conceal the false accounts of transfers, the 
documents, memorandums, &c. had been 
so cautiously destroyed. The noble lord 


asserted, that the practice of lodging 


money in the hands of private bankers 
was attended with much convenience, and 
that that convenience had been: affirmed 
by the evidence of Trotter ; but since he 
had left the office a new arrangement had 


The operation. 


taken place without any recourse to this 
expedient, which had been found perfectly 
compatible with convenience. However 
painful to him, he must say that he could 
not possibly give credit to the assertion 
made by lord Melville in the house, that in 
1797 he did not know,that money toa large 
amount had been drawn from the bank by 
Trotter. Lord Melville bad been accom- 
modated by ‘Trotter with large sums of 
money, not bearing interest, and he must 
know, that Trotter had no means of raising 
this supply but by withdrawing it from the 
bank. Was he not aware tha: the 22,0001. 
advanced to ‘I'weedie, had not been drawn 
from the bank, merely for the details of 
public service? It was impossible that 
he should not be so. When therefore we 
find him assuring the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer that any reports of such proeeed~ 
ings were unfounded rumours, this was an 
additional circumstance to prove the nes 
cesssity of a criminal prosecution. Then, 
as to the famous transaction of the release, 


‘containing a positive engagement to de- 


stroy not only the vouchers and memordn- 
dums, but even the books of accounts. 
The time at which this agreement was 
entered into, was enough to prove the*real 
cause of it. As to registration, it was no 
publicity. In his letter to the commise 
sioners of naval enquiry, why did not lord 
Melville state that the burning of his papers 
was ip consequence of that release? ‘The 
articles by which lord Melville was sus 
pected of making profit, he denied sepa- 
rately, but the charge was not on parti- 
culars, but that he had generally known of, 
and participated in the speculations of 
Trotter. The sums advanced by Trotter 
to lord Melville, increasing gradually from 
eight hundred pounds to nineteen thousand 
pounds, could not proceed from any but 
publicfunds. Of the ten thoasand pounds 
in the hands of lerd Melville previous to 
the paymastership of Trotter, we should 
never have heard but for the committee. 
This, therefore, was a new circumstance; 
and a most material one. It was con- 
trary to law that he should be in possession 
of that sum ; and when he comes and tells 
you-he will never disclose the application 
of it to any man, he affords the strongest 
presumption that the application was as 
illegal as the possession. If parliament 
passes over such a declaration as this uns 
punished, there is an end of all responsi- 
bility in the public officers. Of what usé 
are all the acts restraining such transac: 
2A 


| 
| 

| 

| | 
| | 
| J 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| | | 
| | 
{ 
| 
| 

| | | 
| | 


835] PARL! DEBATES, Jone 12, 1805.—Mr. Whitbread's Motion for the (356 


_ tions?’ Of what use are the regulations 
respecting secret service money, if a trea- 
. surer of the navy, or-a paymaster, or a 
Jord of the treasury, can divert the public 
_ money to any purpose he pleases; and 
then boldly say, he will not only refuse 
to account to the house for the application 
of such money, but that he will refuse to 
communicate it to those who ought to be 
- completely. in his confidence, in all public 
measures? A licence would thus be given 
to malversation. The noble lord says, 
punishment is only for the sake of exam- 
ple, and that the example has already been 
rendered sufficiently striking to deter any 
imitators, This is certainly the principal, 
but not the sole end of punishment. Pa- 
nishment was sometimes inflicted for the 
purpose of reforming the offender, some- 
times to remove him from the possibility 
_ of arepetition of his crime. A variety 
of circumstances concurred to modify it. 
But in the present instance, had lord Mel- 
ville done any thing much less than what 
he has done, what punishment could be 
inflicted less than that which he has suf- 
fered? Jf the noble lord had been de- 
tected in forgery, the degradation that 
would have followed would have been in- 
tolerable to a man of feeling ; but no man 
would say, it would have been enough to 
satisfy the justice of the country. The 
severity of justice was not designed for 
the reformation of the individual, but to 
deter others from similar crimes. It was 
on this principle, that the privacy of the 
crime was, in ovr law, a ground for the 
aggravation of the punishment. The crime 
principally complained of in the present 
instance, had continued 14 years undis- 
covered and unsuspected, and was at length 
discovered only by accident. A rigorous 
prosecution was necessary to prevent the 
example of the long secrecy, the detection 
merely by accident, and the insufficiency 
of the punishment on the detection being 
drawn into an example to encourage fu- 
ture malversation. The proceeding by 
impeachment afforded the noble lord more 
ample meaus of defence, for it would com- 
prehend’ the whole consideration of the 
‘circumstances of the case. The noble 
lord’ stated, that it was impossible lord 
Melville could defend himself against a 
criminal prosecution, having destroyed 
his papers. That, however, was lord Mel- 
ville’s own act, and ought not to prevent 
his trial. Jf, on the trial, the court should 
be of opinion that he had not participated 


in the profits, and that his crime was 
merely having inadvertently suffered the 
abuse, he would be acquitted and restored 
to his station. [or these reasons, and for 
those so ably enforced by his noble friend 
near him, (lord Henry Petty,) who, every — 
time he spoke, raised himself higher in the | 
opinion of the house, he was for the ori- 
ginal motion, for proceeding by impeache 
ment. Next to impeachment he ap- 
proved of the criminal prosecution, and if 
the original motion should not be agreed 
to, he would vote for the amendment, and 

move the insertion into it of the words, 
*“ that the attorney-general be directed to 
prosecute.” He had no personal ill will 
to lord Melville. On the contrary, he 
would rejoice ff the noble lord could be 
proved innocent, He supposed the noble 
lord alluded to him, when he stated that 
the lashes inflicted on him were rendered- 
more severe by the consideration of the 
hands from which they came. He under- 
stood this to apply to him from a former 
allusion. But he denied that any obliga- 
tion had been conferred on him in the mat 
ter referred to, which should prevent him 
from doing his duty. Tt was merely an 
act of justice that was done, certainly to 
persons who were most dear to him (lord 
Grey, and earl St. Vincent). He had 

himself most earnestly pressed for the en- 
quiry, in opposition to those who were 
supposed to have acquired some right over 
resisting it. How did it happen that this 
ingratitude, which was now so liberally 
charged upon him, was never once men 
tioned during his constant opposition tq 
the right hon. gent. opposite (the chan. 
cellor of the exchequer), who was equally 
active in conferring the supposed favour. 

and against whom he had moved decided 
resolutions of a criminal nature? The 
magnanimity of employing in the service 
of the country persons of opposite political — 
sentiments had been much insisted upon ; 
but the fact was, that the noble earl whose 
services had so much benefited the country, 
had always taken a very different course 
of politics from him. The noble lord who 
was the subject of the present debate had 
less right than any man to complain of the 
possibility of the persons by whom he may. 
be tried having been present at the meet- 
ings where resolutions had been entered 
into against him. If any hardship could 
arise to the noble lord in this respect, it 
was a hardship inseparable from the con- 
stitution. The persons who had attended 
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these meetings had not done any thing to 
prejudice the noble lord’s case; but no 
man was less entitled to complain of hard- 
ship in this respect than the noble lord. 
Every one would recollect the proceedings 

_ held with respect to the state trials in 1792 
and 1793, and how active the noble lord 
had been in promoting all these praceed- 
ings. ‘Taking the two reports together, he 
Abought there was an ivresistible mass of 
evidence to shew the criminality of the 
noble Jord. If the impeachment should 
not be agreed to, he hoped the house would 
vote that he be proceeded against crimi- 
nal, 

Lord Castlereagh explained: he had 
stated that if the fifteen thousand pounds 
lent to lord Melville, should be proved to 
be public money, even then the advantage 
enjoyed from the use of it would amount 
to no more than seven hundred and fifty 
pounds a year, for which a man in lord 
Melville’s situation could hardly be sup- 
posed to hazard his character. 

Mr. Rubert Dundas (son of lord Mel- 
ville), adverting to some allusions that had 
been made to the observations of lord Mel- 
ville in his address to the house, declared his 
conviction that nothing could be further 
from the mind of that noble lord than to 
impeach the right of any member to de- 
liver bis opinion fully upon any public to- 
pic. However, he could not help justify- 
ing the complaint of the noble lord as to the 
manner in which the right of public discus- 
sion had been exercised elsewhere, The 
noble lord was entitled to complain of the 
conduct of those gentlemen who had made 
statements and delivered opinions upon his 
case before persons who were not compe- 
tent to form a correct decision ; before as- 
semblies which were not qualified from 
capacity to investigate and determine upon 
the question, ‘This conduct was the more 
deserving of complaint and censure, be- 
cause many of the statements that had been 
made were the very reverse of the truth. 
It was understood that at one of the late pub- 
lic meetings, in the neighbourhood of the 
metropolis, a person of high rank and con- 
sideration was heard to say, that high loans 
aod burthensome taxes proceeded from the 
speculations of lord Melville and Trotter. 
Now, in point of fact, nothing could be 
more untrue, and yet could any thing be 
‘more . particularly calculated to mislead 
persons incapable of judging, and to in- 
flame popular prejudices? There were 
other points to which he was not disposed 


to allude, and to which, indeed, from 
the able manner in which they had 
been treated in the course of the debate; 
by some gentlemen who concurred with 
him in sentiment, he did not think it neces- 
sary on his part to call the attention ofthe 
house, although they appeared to him pe- 
culiurly delusive. Of these points, how- 
ever, there were some which he could not 
persuade himself intirely to overlook. It 
was stated in the resolutions before the 
house, and the statement was frequently 
echoed by the gentlemen on the other side, 
that lord Melville postponed the execution — 
of the act of the 25th of his majesty, for 
about half a year, and from this alledged 
postponement, several very injurious inter. 
ences were drawn. But, how did the case 
stand ? the gentlemen who made the state- 
ment had not, it appeared, ever perused 
the act. For, in the very first clause it is 
prescribed, that the treasurer of the navy 
should make out annual accompts. : Now, 
the act passed in July, 1785; the annual 
accompt was directed to close on the S1st 
of December, 1785 ; of course it could not 
commence before January; and from this 
proceeded the postponement complained 
of. Had the noble lord opened the ac« 
compt immediately on the passing of the 
act, he could have opened the first accompt 
Only for six months, which he .was not 
competent to do, as the nature of the ac+ 
compts and the time for the first accompt 
to close was expressly mentioned in the 
act. With this statement he left the house 
to conclude, whether the charge against 
lord Melville, in this instance, of delaying 
the execution of a statute for sinister pur- 
poses, was at all applicable. With regard 
to the allegation, that lord Melville had 
been guilty of practising a wilful and frau~ 
dulent-deceit upon the public and. indivi- 
duals respecting the mode of withdrawing 


‘naval money from the bank and transfer- 


ring it to a private banking-house, he must 
observe, that notwithstanding all that had 
been urged on the other side, the natural 
and fair conclusion from the noble lord’s 
conduct on being informed of the commu-. 
nication from. Mr. Raikes was this, that he 
was entirely unconscious of any illegality ' 
so far as he knew of the proceedings of. 
Trotter. The impression on the noble 
lord’s mind appeared to be, that no more 
money was.drawn from the bank by Trotter 
than was necessary for the convenient dis- 
charge of the business of the Navy Office, 
r lange sums were transferred by Trotter 
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to.a private bank for his own private profit 
with the knowledge of lord Melville, really 
did: not seem from this part of the case, 
upon which some gentlemen dwelt so much. 
An hon. gent. had taken notice of some 
sunis/of money which were in different de- 
scriptions of stock-in the name of lord 


_ Melville, at the time the noble lord retired 


from.office. But he could assure the house 
and that hon. gent. that if it were not 
that lord Melville was unwilling to trespass 
on the attention of the house, when he was 
before -it'yesterday, by a. disgusting, detail 
family transactions, he could have easily 
shewn that of: these severa]sums there was 
notone which had the least connection with 
public. money or public affairs, excepting 
that) which related to the loyalty loan. 
There was; indeed, a part of the property 
alluded to, with which be bad himself some 
connection, and that part the house might 
be assured: was never.purchased with. pub- 
lje money. The-hon. gent. therefore was 
not.founded in the insinuations he threw 
Gut with respect to. this stock.—Now, as to 
the: release, of: which so much had. been 
said, he could state, that gentlemen were 
under. a considerable mistake when they 
inagined. that: such an instrument could 
be! registered without publicity. ‘The 


factwas, that like all other deeds in Scot- |) 


land, where there was.a clause of registra- 
tion, it: might be inspectediat the register 
office; and as to the omission of. the names 
ofsthe: procurators in the body of the re- 
lease, which a noble.lord. (11. Petty) had 
last. night remarked upon, a sjmilar omis- 
sion, was to be found in. every Scotch deed, 


the. names.of the procurators never being 


know: until/ the déed, was. about to be pro- 
ceeded: upon. It hadi beem argued. by the 
hon... gent.’ who moved: the impeachment, 
thatia concert. between lord Melville and 


_‘Frotter. respecting this release was fairly to 


be: presumed; because,. as. the hon. gent, 


Stated it, a:precept. from. the. Naval 


ngissioners. was. issuedion the 17th, of: Ja 
uvary,:.1803,, requiring a return of the ba- 
lan¢es! of public. money, at several periods, 
in, the bands af) the: treasurer.of the'navy, 
&c. to which precept. a return, was. made 
earlfin February, just. about the. time-of 


the execution of the:release. In.this state+ 


nent, he, conceived that; there.| must-have, 
beena mistake ;: fomlord:Melyille being at 
that jpetied i: Scotland, 
that) the, precept could; havezbeen served! 
he: return: receivedowithin 
the tame, mentioned:: -Hewimg, made: en: | 


|quiry: upon: this point, he was enabled to 
state positively that no such precept was 
ever served upon lord Melville, nor did he 
know of any precept whatever from the. 
Naval Commissioners until that in July, 
1804, which was mentioned in the Tenth 
Report. The train of suspicious circum- 
stances, therefore, which the hon. mover. 
would. deduce from the precept alledged to 
have been issued in. January, 1803, was, 
with respect to: lord Melville, totally 
founded. 
Mr. Ellison contended that there were 
ample grounds for putting lord Melville on 
his trial. ‘The country at large expected tor 
have the matter before them, and the peo- 
ple had a right to know the truth; which 
could not be known withouta trial. When. 
he saw that the money of his. constituents 
had been applied toimproper purposes, he: 
felt it his duty to support the impeach~ 
‘ment, and he trusted. the enquiry, which: he; 
‘was sorry to see.so many gentlemen desi- 
Yous to avoid, would: carry the noble. lord: 
free and innocent through the business, and 
he wished to see. him put in a situation, 
jin which matters would be settled either to 
‘his honour or bis punishment. It was at 
‘least the duty of the house not to let the 
business go. without investigation. 
Mr. G. Vansittart was for. instituting a. 
criminal prosecution ; but the expence.at- 
tendant on an impeachment was so enor-. 
mous, that he wished itto be instituted by the 
attorney-general as a. mode most consis- 
tent with economy, and best calculated: to 
promote the ends of public. justice. 
_ Mr. Bankes regretted that the house had) 
not come at first. to the resolution ofa cri- 
minal prosecution, as hehad recommended. 
on.a former occasion. It had always ap- 
eared to him, he confessed, thata civil: 
prosecution could be attended with no ulti- 
mate advantage, and that the only way to. 
investigate: and sift the. matter, was by a. 
criminal and) not a civil. suit. He was. - 
led,.on various grounds, to prefer this mode. 
of proceeding to an. impeachment, though. 
that he argued was still open. ‘The:incon-. 
veniency that the last impeachment. had: 
caused: to. many, individuals. must, still: be. 
fresh in the recollection of the house, as. 
well as. the little. honour that accrued to. 
them from the result of ‘that: proceeding,. 
This. circumstance alone iwas sufficient ta: 
induce. him to. prefer. almost: any, other: 


mode.of proceeding thatiwas at all likely: to, 


meet.the great ends public: justice. It: 


had been asserted, however, by these, who,” 
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he thought, ought to know better, that: 
there were. no precedents for this: proceed+ 
ing: but there was one to which he would 
call the attention of the house, and. which 
agreed in almost every respect with the 
case in. question. It corresponded par- 
ticularly with the present case in the person 
being of superior rank. He meant the|no 
ease of lord Halifax, who.on the 27th of 
January 1702. by cevtain resolutions of the 
commissioners was found guilty of a breach 
of trust in not revising the quarterly: ac- 
counts, as it was the duty of his office to 
do: It had been represented asiirregular, 
and contrary to the principles of justice to 
find a person guilty before ordering a. pro- 
secution ; but 1¢ was certainly the most na- 
tural way to find first the breach of the act of 
pailiament, andi then to order a prose- 


cution on the ground:of that breach of the | 


act. was-exactly the practice adopted 
in regard to. lord: blalifax. He was first 
declared. guilty. of'a breach: of trust by the- 
resolutions, anc those resolutions were 
atterwards laid:before-hen majesty, praying 
her majesty that. she would be pleased to 
give: directions: to, her attorney-general to: 
prosecute lord Halifax for his. offeuces.. In 
this instance, therefore, there were: three 
diferent steps observable, the resolutious. 
ofa breach ofi law, the vote: to carry up 
those resolutions to the throne, and the ad- 
dress to her majesty to direct her attorney- 
generalito institute.a prosecution. for the 
same, but ibhad been alledged by the friends 
of. the noble Jord, that his nemoval from his 
majesty’s privy council was punishment 
enougli. in cousequence of the resolutions 
they had carried up to: the. throne. But 
this: removal was notin. consequence of any 
motion of the house to that effect. It was 
the act ofihis. majestyalone, which he had 
done, not by any address from them, but 


by the advice of his ministers; and’it ap-|. 


peared! to him. that: they: had advised his 
majesty. wisely, that.a person, so accused, 

as his lordship. was; should mot be permitted 
tovhold any-official situation. But. this was 
merely. an.act of: expediency, ‘and! did not 
mark any positive degree of guilt, as such 
measures: might with propriety be adopted 
in relation to persons in tle. least degree’ 
suspected, asavell as. to:the most guilty — 
Bat) the: casei of lord: Halifax was not the 
only; instance that bore on the present: 
question. Inthe year 17:11, when. the 
censure of tle joouse was: voted against the: 
duke:of Marlborough, who had:done much} 
for. bis.country,. and! whose ‘services: 
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tainly could uot be reckoned inferior to 
those of the noble lord in question, the re-- 
solutions were carried up to her majesty, 
and: as it’ was customary for the crown, at 
that time, and not the house, todirect pro~ 
secutions, she ordered a prosecution im 
consequence of the address fromthe house, 
notwithstanding the duke was not then im 
the receipt of any emoluments feom office. 
‘Those resolutions therefore, it appesred, 
were not considered of themselves, as: saffi- 
cient punishment, .vor yet the deprivation: 
of emolument that might accompany them. 
But had the address been intended to ope-- 
rate as a sufficient punishment, it ought to: 
have been presented in another shape, and’ 
to have prayed:his: majesty to have dismis~_ 
sed him. from his.presence-and- councils for 
ever, for as things now stood, the soble 
lord might'be restored, at no. distant pe-~ 
riod, to that situation from which he had! 
been. removed, ‘Fhe dignity of the house 
could not be preserved, nor the satisfaction. 
of the public ensured, without a fair and 
open trial. It had been argued that there 
were no new circumstances to jastify any: 
farther measures, byt this assertion he tou 
tally denied, Was: the discovery of the 
release not anew circumstance? Was not’ 
the 10,000h. due by lord Melville under 
the paymastership.of Mr. Douglas, anew. 
cireumstance ?' And: was it not worthy of 
remark, that Mr. Douglas could not have: 
advanced that sum to his lordstip-on the 
same. ground as Mr, ‘Frotter, as he is not 
pretended to have been his private-agent, 
and yet no memorandumof it seems-to bave 
existed in-the office? If such’ then were the- 
additional’ transactions that had come to: 
their knowledge, what would the public 
say should they shut their eyes: against’ 
these new discoveries; discoveries made, 
too, contrary to what had been asserted:?’ 
Mr. Canning rose aud spoke as follows: 
—The hon. gent. who has just: sat‘down: 
seems to consider that he has found out‘am: 
easy solution to all the-difficulties and em-* 
barrassments: that other gentlemen- liaves 
conceived this: question is’ involved: in. 
He has undertaken to shew that there isi 
nothing: contrary to: the established’ usages 
andicustom of’ parliament: in’ the proposi- 
tionwhich has been made to you; and ‘tot 
prove: this: he has’ cited two) instances; 
whieh He seems'to consider perfectly: 
plicable: and similar to the present/casey. 
but! whicl’ I coneeive: tov be widely: 
ferent from*it'in the:most thaterial cireume 
The-first instance whieh:hemen+ 
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tions is the case of lord Halifax, in the} 


-year 1702, when it appears from the jour- 
nals of parliament that the house of com- 
mons presented to the throne the resola- 
tions which they had entered into with 
respect to that nobleman, and that queen 
Anne accordingly directed her attorney- 
general to prosecute; but the great dif- 
ference between that case and the present 
is this, that the hoase of commons at that 
time announced to her majesty at once 
the grounds of their resolutions, and the 
object of them, aud the prosecution was 
therefore immediately ordered. In the 
second instance, when the house of com- 
mons voted resolutions expressive of their 
displeasure of certain parts of the conduct 
of the great duke of Marlborough, the 
crown of itself ordered a prosecution, as 
conceiving the communication of the dis- 
pleasure of the house did at that time im- 
ply a recommendation to the crown to 
commence a prosecution. But how did 
either of those cases resemble the present 
in any point that was material to the pre- 
sent discussion? In lord Melville’s case, 
the commons had neither stated to the 
. crown their wish that a criminal prosecu- 
tion should be instituted, nor could ibe 
resolutions they had entered into be sup- 
posed to convey that idea. They could 
not be so understood when they were pre- 
sented at the foot of the throne; they 
were not so understood when they were 
voted by the house, In the case before 
cjted, the meaning and the wish of the 
commons were distinctly stated, and the 
natural consequences followed ; but in the 
present instance, the resolutions which 
were first entered into by the house of 
commons, did not express or convey any 
ulterior object, they could not be under- 
stood to convey that which had not even 
been stated by those who proposed them. 
‘In, this respect it appears to me that there 
is a wide difference between the present 
tase, and those with which the hon. gent. 
has thought proper to compare it. There 
are some observations which have been 
made by another hon, gent, (Mr. Grey) 
to which I think it necessary to reply. 
He seems to consider it a most unusual, if 
not. unparliamentary thing for the noble 
lord who spoke yesterday (lord Melville), 
. and for the noble lord who has this day 
spoken (lord Castlereagh), to comment 
rather freely upon these resolutions of the 
house, and to appear not perfectly. satis- 
figd with them, J am not a very old 


, 


member of this house, but I have sat long 
enough in it to know that it is not at all 
unusual in other cases to refer to the con- . 
duct of parliament both in former times 
and in the present, and to express fully 
the opinion that any member may entertain 
of the votes and proceedings of the house 
when that opinion is necessarily connected 
with the question under discussion. If this 
is a practice in all common cases, why 
should it not be permitted in cases where 
the legislature have acted in a judicial 
capacity? Why should not we be as much 
at liberty to speak with freedom of these 
resolutions as of other votes and proceed- 
ings of the house, especially when every 
one must acknowledge that they were 
brought forward after a hot debate, and 
adopted with more precipitancy than is 
usual in parliamentary proceedings. The 
hon. gent. (Mr. Grey) has said not only 
that the noble lord who sits near me (lord 
Castlereagh), but that lord Melville has 
complained of the resolutions of the house. — 
When lord Melville was permitted to ad- 
dress this house, I cannot see why he 
should not have liberty of complaining, if 
he thought proper, of those resolutions 
from which he has suffered so severely. 
But the fact is, that lord Melville did not - 
make any complaints as to the justice of 
your resolutions, he did not make any ad- 
ditional confessions which he had before 
refused to make, but he confined himself 
to explaining several circumstances, which, 
without his explanation, might have been 
completely misunderstood by the house, 
and in which he conceived he had been 
misunderstood. He contended that he 
had been misunderstood, if it was ever 
supposed that he had meant to admit that 
he kuowingly permitted Mr. Trotter to 
draw the public money from the bank for 
his own gain, or that he had at all autho- 
rized those speculations which had been 
made in discounting bills and buying stock.. 
If the house had been mistaken in their 
construction of his evidence, why should 
he not be at liberty to explain it, and to 
shew that they were mistaken in the cone 
clusions they had drawn? If the house 
supposed that lord Melville had permitted 
or consented to the drawing money out of 
the bank for the private emolument of 
Mr. Trotter, or any other, at least that 
supposition could not rest on any’ admis- 
sion of lord Melville, and could hardly be 
deduced from the tenth report; for by 
referring to the evidence of lord Melville,. 
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in page 142 of the report,.it would be seen 
that what lord Melville admitted he had 
authorized Mr. Trotter to draw for, was 
_merely so much public money as was ne- 
cessary for the payment of the assign- 
ments from the different offices, and for the 
small payments. . The sense that those 
words would convey to any impartial and 
unprejudiced mind wouldgcertainly not be 
so construed as to be conceived an admis- 
sion of an authority to Mr. Trotter to draw 
‘other money than what is so mentioned, 
and for other purposes ; not for the objects 
expressly stated, but for his own private 
emolument. If from other circumstances 
you can infer, that a greater degree of 
guilt attaches to lord Melville, that may 
be a different question ; but certainly it 
should be distinctly understood that there 
is nothing in lord Melville’s admission 
from which it can be presumed that he 
either authorized or knew of any improper 
use being made by Mr. Trottier of the 
money drawn from the bank ; or that he 
ever imagined that Mr. ‘Trotter could 
have derived any other advantage, except 
that small premium, which, in some parts’ 
of the country, is given, on the deposit of 
large sums at a private banker’s. From 
the evidence of lord Melville, it appears 
highly doubtful whether he could have con- 
ceived that he was at all violating either 
the letter or the spirit of the law. It ap- 
pears highly doubtful whether, in fact, he 
did violate the law. It is my decided opi- 
nion, that if no other money was drawn 
from the bank than what was necessary for 
the payment of the assignments, and for 
the smaller payments, there was no viola- 
tion of the law. Upon this point many 


gentlemen, both in this house and out of} 


it, are completely mistaken in their opi- 
nion, when they consider the question as 
merely drawing money trom the bank of 
England, and putting it into a private 
bank. If the money was legally drawn 
out of the bank, the question is not be- 
tween the bank of England and Messrs. 
Coutts, it is not that the house of Messrs. 
Coutts has been substituted for the bank, 
but it has been substituted for the iron 
chest in the office, where the money might 
have been kept in a manner more agree- 
able to official fourm but not with more 
security. The question of security is not 
between the bank and Messrs, Coutts, but 
it is between the iron chest. at the office, 
(which is in some degree exposed to the 
various persons about the office), and the 


private banker; and, in this view of the 
subject, I do not hesitate to-say, that I 
think the security of the private banker is 
greater than that of the iron chest. If 
there would have been no violation of the 
law in leaving the money so drawn out in 
the iron chest, I will contend that it is no 
violation to leave it in the hands of a pri- 
vate banker. If, again, instead of the 
money so drawn from the bank’ being left 
by the paymaster in the hands of his pri- 
vate banker, it had been left in the hands 
of sub-accountants, that would have been 
more agreeable to the forms of the office, 
but certainly it would not be safer for the 
public. The question, therefore, appears 
to me to be, whether lord Melville autho- 
rized any other money to be drawn from 
the bank than what might legally be drawn? 
and it is my opinion the public has suffered 
nothing, the law has suflered nothing, not 
a hair of its head has been violated. If I 
was asked, whether I would prefer placing 
the balances in my hands in the iron chest 
of the office, or in the hands of a private 
banker, I should now certainly preier the 
iron chest; not that I think it more se- 
cure, nor yet as secure, but because, after 
the dreadiul experieuce of the conse 
quences which might result to me per- 
sonally from lodging it at a private banker’s, 
after seeing the misfortune which it has 
occasioned to lord Melville, I should not 
venture to do so, even if | were convinced 
in my owu judgment that it was the safer 
and the better way. Without dwelling 
longer on ‘the disgusting transactions of 
Mr. Trotter and his accounts, I should 
wish to ask gentlemen on the other side, do 
they believe the evidence of lord. Melville, 
or do they not ; or do’ they only believe 
such parts of it as makes for them, and 
reject all that makes against them? If you 
do believe the evidence of. lord Melville, 
how can any person, in conscience or in 
sense, reject that account which he gave 
at first, without the least disguise, as to his 
knowledge of Mr. ‘Frotter’s gains, and 
which he has again distinctly explained in 
his speech last night? What could be 
more natural than for him to suppose that 
Trotter might derive some small emolu- 
ment, in the nature of a per centage, on 
the money deposited by him in the hands 
of his private banker? Such is the uni- 
versal custom in Scotland; and I have 
made particular enquiries, and find it is the 
custom also at many of the country bankers 
in this country, with many of our principal 
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amerthants, and even with some bankers’ 
in London. It was natural for him-to sup- 
~ that this was all the profit which Mr.: 
‘'rotter made, and that a small and inci- 
dental advantage of that sort was not 
contrary to the law. It could not then be’ 
contrary to the custom of parliament, or 
to the respect due to this house, to speak 
dreely on those topics upon which the re- 
solutions may have been grounded. The 
timeis now come when we must see that 
it is absolutely necessary for us to review 
theevdience upon which the resolutions were 
grounded. While we kept the business in 
our own hands, it was sufficient for us if 
we were satisfied with the evidence ; but 
when we go farther, and propose prosecu- 
tions, we must consider whether we bave 
any evidence that can legally support the 
conclusions we would wish-to draw. In 
our proceedings in this house, it is incum- 
bent on the purty aceused to bring forward 
evidence to discharge himself; but if we 
are determined to sénd the matter to be 
tried before other tribunuls, it is we that 
must bring forward legal evidence to sup- 
port our prosecution, and, therefore, be- 
-Jore we decide on a prosecution, it appears 
to me absolutely necessary to consider 
whether there has been any evidence which 
would legally be sufficient to support it. 
It has been admitted by almost every 
gentleman who has spoken on this subjeet, 
that if there had appeared nothing more 
against lord Melville than what was on the 
face of the tenth report, it would be incon- 
‘sistent with the former decisions of the 
house to propose any new measure of pu- 
nishment. They allow that the loss of his 
situation as first lord of the admiralty, 
aod his name being struck out of the list of 
_ptivy: counsellors, was as great punishment 
‘as the house of commons meant to inflict 
for the violation of law stated in the tenth 
report ; and they say, that if nothing new 
bad appéared in the present report, it 
would be unjust and inconsistent to pro- 
-pose now any thing more than what has 
been already proposed. I shall therefore 
consider, what it is that has now been dis- 
closed which aggravates the complexion 
of that guilt which appeared on the face 
_of the tenth report. At the time that you. 
‘.passéd those resolutions, it was confessed 
that sixty thousand pounds of the public 
money had been diverted to purposes not 
naval ; but since that time forty thousand 
pounds have been accounted for in a man 


gentlemen, and certainly in a manner that 
cannot be ‘considered by any body as an , 
aggravation, ‘Where then is your _new 
fact? You passed thoseresolutions when 
sixty thousand pounds were unaccounted 
for, and now you are called upon to take 
much severer measures, when only twenty 
thousand pounds remuin to be accounted 
for. On the rggolutions you first passed, 
lord Melville has been’ punished—most 
severely punished. cannot conceive what 
stuff that man’s heart is made of, whe can 
say he bas not been punished. It now 
turus out, that the greater part of the 
money, which was then unaccounted for 
is now perfectly and satistactorily ac- 
counted’ for; and that what at first ap- 
peared £0 illegal, will hardly now be called 
any thing more than irregular. The ten 
thousand pounds which lord Melville con- 
fesses he berrowed from Mr. Trotter, for 
his subscription’ to the loyalty Joan, and 
which he afterwards replaced, was not a 
circumstance, which, standing by itself, 
could at all induce such a degree of sus- 
picion, as to be a ground for very vindic- 
tive proceedings. As to the great impra- 
dence of lord Melville about his private 
affairs, Iam pertectly ready to admit it. 
I consider that it was most highly impru- 
dent in him to have employed the same 
man with whom he was connected in office 
to be his private agent. For this impru- 
dence he has paid most dearly ; abd cer- 
tainly, if, instead of employing Mr. Trot- 
ter as his agent, be had employed any 
other person of property or connections, 
it would have been no extraordinary de- 
mand for a person in his situation, and 
with his income, to apply to his agent to 
procure him the means of subscribing ten 
thousand pounds to the loyalty loan, 
which, as his lordship expressly stated 
yesterday, be intended to sell out imme- 
diately after the instalments were paid. 
This would certainly have been an accom- 
modation no greater than he might have 
expected from any other agent, and it is 
only from the circumstance of Mr. Trot 
ter being at that time paymaster of the 
navy, that this sum of ten thousand pounds 
makes so- consideratile a figure in that ac- 
count. To this imprudénce in appointing 
| Mr. ‘Frotter his private agent was added, 
‘the imprudence of confiding too much in | 
him, and a negligence in not watching him 
.as he ought. His confidence was mis. — 
‘placed, and he was blameable in not suffi- 

‘cienely watching him ; but surely that wag 


that is perfectly satisfactory to many 
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not asort of blame which would ever in- 
duce the house. to add to the severity of 


the punishment they had already inflicted, 


As to the point of the releases, an heh. 


-gent. (Mr. Bond) had stated them as if 


they had been locked up in a private 
box, and were intended to be carefully 
concealed from every eye. I think Ihave 
a right to complain of the hon. gent.’s 
stating such a thing as this, on an occasion 


of such great importance, when it is im- 


possible for him to know the fact to be as 
he has stated, aud when | firmly believe 
the. fact to be entirely otherwise. He 
seems to speak with doubt of the register- 
ing, and considers the execution of that 
-paper as proof of a conspiracy between 
lord Melville and Mr. Trotter. This cir- 
cumstance has already.been explained, and 
it cati hardly be imagined that lord Mel- 
ville could be so foolish as to contrive so 
Weak a plan for executing a deed, to do 
that which could be done. as effectually 
without a deed, and without admitting any 
other person. into the secret. It has beeu 
urged as an aggravation to the criminality 
of violating the law, that he himself was 
the maker of it; on the other hand it 
might full as-well be argued, that in a case 
of the doubtful construction of an act of 
parliament, he who made the act was most 
likely to understand the meaning of it. -It 
would be hard that his authority should be 
counted as nothing in the construction of 


the act, but that it should be reckoned as 
"a great aggravation of his offence in- vio- 


lating not his construction of the act but 
yours. It has been said, that lord Mel- 
ville’s bill was exactly the same as that 
for regulating the paymaster of the army, 
and that the cases were precisely similar. 
There, however, was a very marked dis- 
tinction between them. . In the army the 
detailed payments were made by the dif- 
ferent army. agents, and the payments 
made at the paymaster’s office were so few 
and so simple, that there could be no oe- 
casion for drawing money from the bank. 
The reason of lord Melville’s bill was, 
however, very different ; before that time 
almost every -successive: treasurer of the 
navy, On quitting the office, carried with 
him large balances of the public money, 
and was responsible for the payments due 
in his time ; the consequence of which was, 
that there were at the same time no’ less 
than three, ex-treasurers of the navy, all 
having large balances. in their hands. ‘To 
remedy these inconveniences, lord Mel- 
: Vow V, 


ville’s act provided that, in fact, there 
should be in future but one treasurer of the 
navy; that each, at his departure from of 
fice, should hand over his balances to his 
successor, and that those different balances 
should be formed into an aggregate sum, 
which should be deposited in the bank, 
and only drawn out under certain circum- 
stances. Could any thing be more absurd 
than to suppose, that when lord Melville 
framed this law he had his‘contempla- 
tion to break it, and to break it for a cousi+ 
deration so very trifling and paltry as those 
sums are which he is supposed to have gain- 
ed {rom the employment of the public mo- 
ney? .I have also been informed, from en- 
quiries I lately made at the bank, that 
the original power given by lord Mel- 
ville to Mr. Trotter was very strictly drawn 
up and wordéd, and perfectly agreeable to 
the act. The reason J can speak positively 
on that fact is this: Icalled at the bank 
lately to know what was the proper form of 
an authority to give to a paymaster whom 
[ lately appointed. Iwas then given the 
form of lord Melville’s power to Mr. Trot- 
ter, as being much more strictly drawn 
than any of the preceding powers. I men- 
tion this circumstance, to shew that. lord 
Melville could not at that time have had 
any deliberate intention of violating his 
own aet, and if he almost immediately did 
allow Mr. Trotter to draw money from the 
bank in a manner that appears to this 
house a violation of the law, it could only 
have been that he construed the law upon 
this point differently from the manner in 
whieh the house has since construed it. 
I must again ask, where are the new facts 
which should now induce the house to in- 
flict new and severer punishment? We all 
recollect the impression that was on the 
public mind. at the time those resolutions 
were passed; we then heard of the im- 
mense profits, of the enormous gains 
which lord Melville must have made of the 
public money, and now those enormous 
profits are diminished so far that by the 
highest statement they do not exceed two 
thousand pounds per annum. I must con- 
fess I was astonished at this falling off, and 
nothing can appear clearer to me than that 
the supposed injury, which it was thouglit 
the public had received, has now dwindled. 
into almost nothing, ~ It certainly will not 
be said that this sum ‘of two thousand 
pounds was-the occasion of fresh loans‘and 
taxes. 1 agree most perfectly with the ob- 
servation of lord Melville yesterday, “ that 
2B 


| | 
| 
| 


371] PARL. DEBATES, J UNE 1805.—Mr. Whitbread’s Motion for the [379 


the time is not far distant when the unna- 
tural magnitude to which the offence (if 
offence it was) has been swelled would sub- 
side, and his character be rescuéd from 
the obloquy which now attends it.” Un- 
_ der the circumstance of the great confusion 
and mixture in Mr. Trotter’s accounts, was 
it possible for lord Melville to say positively 
whether he had or had not received some 
profit from the public money ? No man can 
say positively whether or not he has received 
public money. If a man sells his horse, it 
_1s impossible for him to say, whether what 
_he receives as the price of it is or is not 
public money.. The circumstances under 
which the examination of lord Melville 
_took place were somewhat extraordinary. 
He received a. very polite note from the 
commissioners of naval erquiry, request- 
ing his attendance to explain to them the 
_manner of doing business in the oflice of 
the treasurer of the navy. He attended 
the invitation without in the least suspect- 
ing that the examination was to be pointed 
against him. A few questions were asked 
him, to which he replied. ‘They then print- 
ed their report, and this was what was called 
his trial. If a man, without any notice 
that any charge was intended against him, 
should be requested by a judge’s letter to 
come to the Old Bailey, and should there 
be asked a few questions, would that be 
considered as.a trial? ‘The questions in this 
case were all prepared and concerted, the 
auswers were given without suspicion and 
without time for much consideration. ‘here 
is a sum of five thousand pounds, which, it 
appears, was but lately replaced, but until 
lately there was no one authorized to re- 
‘ceive it.. As to. the business of Jellicoe, it 
is confessed on all hands, that the debt was 
contracted before lord Melville’s treasurer- 
ship, and the only blame attempted to be 
laid to his charge in this respect is, that 
having it in his power to ruin Mr. Jellicoe 
‘at once, he preferred making some ar- 
rangement, by which some part of the debt 
was recovered forthe public, The very cir- 
cumstauce of the great default of Mr. Jel- 
licoe serves to prove, that it was safer that 
the balances of public money should be left 
in the hands of the paymaster or his pri. 
vate banker, than that it should continue, 
as it had done before, iy the hands of fail- 
ing sub-accountants, of other Mr. Jellicoes. 
I have now gone through the principal 
grounds on which those resolutions ap- 
pear to me to have been founded, and I 
will put it to the feelings of every man who 


t 


‘peers. 


hears me, whether it ever could have been 
the intention of the house te inflict their 
punishments at different times, to wait, as 


it were, until his stripes were healed, in 
;order to give additional torment, and to 


prolong the pain ? This would not be suita. 
ble to the genius or disposition of the’ peo. 
ple of this country, it would not be the 


road to public favour; on the contrary, 


the way to public favour in this count 

would be by that of justice, to hear all, to 
enquire into all, and to punish once for all; 
but even this severity is not equal to some 


-other people’s mercy. The hon. member, 


who has recommended what he has called 
the lenient course, wishes to deprive him 
even of the privilege of being tried by his 
It should be considered, that men 
in high situations are much exposed to the 


envy of men comparatively little, who 


would have pleasure in trampling ou those 
who once were high and great. On this 


-account, I think he ought to be tried by 


his peers, if there should be any occasion 
to try him at all. I must confess that I 
feel, however, much astonished that there 
should be gentlemen who seem to wish that 


the civil suit should Le stopped, merely in. 


hopes a greater punishment might be ob- 


tained by the criminal prosecution; but 


that if that failed, they would like to have 
recourse to the civil suit again. I hope 
thut such a sentiment as this will never be 
generally felt in this country,and that sucha 
couduct will never be adopted by this house, 

Mr. Bragge Bathurst said, that if the right 
hon. gent. who had just sat down (Mr. Can 
ning) thought sincerely that it would con. 


to the interest of viscount Melville in 


the minds of the members of that house, 


that it would add to the honour and cha- 


racter of that noble lord, either with the 
house or the country, to mention in the 
manner he had done the motion made by 
his right hon. friend (Mr. Bond), he was 
certainly right in doing so ; but in this he 


differed intirely from the right hon. gent.; 


and thought, therefore, it was his particu» 
lar duty to give his reasons for supporting 
the motion of amendment brought forward 
by his right hon. friend, being conscious 
that it did not merit those sarcastic epis 
thets which had been applied to it. He 
thought the right hon. gent. who spoke last, 
had been. very much mistaken relative to 
an article, namely, the release. It had 
been vauntingly said, by more, than one 
hon. member, that his right hon. friend was 


pees of the laws of Scotland, and al- 
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together wrong in having asserted that} 
deeds in Scotland need not be registered. 
He was certain this must proceed upon a 
most palpable mistake. His right hon. 
friend had not maintained any such posi-} 
tion. He had only said, that a deed in 
Scotland might be recorded, and very of- 


' ten was so, without the contents being at 


all known, the title and date, with the. 
names of the parties, being the whole that 
wasrecorded. Jt now turned out, hameves,s 
that this deed, instead. of being recorded, | 
was in such a state as that it would not 
perhaps ever be recorded. The names of. 
the procurators were not put to it, and 
without these it never could be recorded,, 
With respect to the motion itself, as brought 
forward by his right hon. friend, it had, in 
order to avoid all objections, been drawn 
up in the same form as these motions have 
generally been. It had always, he be- 
lieved, been usual to leave to the attorney- 
general the mode of commencing the pro- 
secution, and of applying every circum- 
stance that might tend to render it effectual. 
As such, the motion was generally worded, 
soasto leave the whole to his conduct, 
discretion, and superior, legal knowledge. 
With regard to the particular situation of 
the house relative to the proceedings which 
had already taken place, he, for his own 
part, saw no difficulties but such as were 
of their own creating. If it could be 
shewn they had done any thing which was 
actually done, or which it would be better 
pot to have done; there was a plain and 
obyious track for the house to pursue, 
they might retrace their own steps. The 
other house of parliament, in a case of a 
similar tendency to the present, had for 
weeks past been doing the same, and he 
was confident that house might proceed in 
the way proposed, without any disgrace or 
merited censure. The question was not 
whether there should be any investigation 
at all, but whether the investigation should 
take place through the medium of a civil 
suit, or a criminal prosecution. It was for 
the house to consider and determine that 
point, and to proceed accordingly. In 
his opinion new matter had certainly arisen 
out of the last report. Thence arose the 
question on which so much had already 
been said, relative to the 10,9001, and to 
the 23,000]. which had not before been at 
allexplained. These facts, he would al- 
low, were not new in allegation, but they 
Were so in point of proof, and unquestio- 


hably new facts would warrant new pro- 


ceedings. If no criminal proceeding was 
instituted, the justice to the country, which 
was its due, and which. was at present so 
loudly and universally called for in conse 
quence of these very transactions, could 
only be obtained by a civil suit, “In his 
opinion, it was perfectly fruitless to hope 
or expect any such thing. It was,. there-— 
fore, for the house to decide, whether they 
would try viscourt Melville by civil suit, 
which could produce nothing in favour 
of the public, for that strongest of all rea- 
sous that had been so often mentioned, 
namely, that the papers and vouchers 
which could alone furuish the necessary 


proof against him, were all destroyed ; or, 


whether they would call the noble viscount 
to account by prosecuting him in a crimi- 
nal way, and thereby endeavouring to ob- 
tain justice, and a due degree of punish- 
ment for the connivance he had been guilty 
of, and the share he had taken in the ille- 
gal disposition of the public money which 
had come to his hands, and of which he 
had repeatedly avowed he would give no 
account, de thought, therefore, there. 
was very good ground to proceed, and that 
it was absolutely necessary they should do 
so. if viscount Melville was innocent, 
the house had done too much, and justice 
would require they should retrace ther 
steps. If the noble lord was guilty, the house 
had not done enough ; and the duty they 
owed themselves, as well as that they 
owed the country, demanded they should 
proceed, and bring him to that punishment 
which it might on a fair trial be found he 
deserved.—The right hon. gent. then ad- 
verted to what had been said relative to — 
the evidence which he had given before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, as to the 
reason for his altering the mode of drawing 
money from the bank, during the time he 
was in the office of treasurer of the navy. 
He thought the best way he could pursue, 
in order to put the house into the real 
possession of it, was, to read it from the 
printed evidence; which he accordingly 
did, and it appeared thereby, that on the 
commissioners of naval enquiry asking him, 
‘‘ what was his reason for altering the mode 
of drawing money out of the bank to be 
used for naval purposes?” He answered, 
** because he thought it inconsistent with 
the act of parliament, and that it was his 
duty to remedy immediately that irregu- 
larity,” The house would see that he had 
mentioned it as an irregularity only. ' He 
thought, however, that money drawn from 
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the bank in order to be employed in pr i- 
vate purposes, or for any other'that’ were: 
not. naval, was a direct violation! of the] 
spirit of the act. He then adverted to'the 
10,0001. as matter of criminal charge, 
and said, it was asserted it could not be so, 
— because it was used before the act passed. 
Of that, however, there was no certainty, 
And where: money was granted for public 
purposes, to apply it to private, was un- 
doubtedly gross malversation, as many re- 
cent cases’ would plainly. shew. 
Were some ministers, and many persons in 
public offices, who-had their salaries: very 
considerably. increased, in consideration 
of their relinguishing: their right of taking 
fees. Now, if: any oof: those ministers, 
. persons in public offices, police magistrates, 


and others, were to receive the- salary: 


and the -fees also, he should think they 
were guilty of a direct breach: of the law, 
and ought to be punished accordingly.: ‘The 
right hon. gent. (Mr. Pitt) had adinitted 
on a former occasion, that the sum of 
10,000]. was. not satisfactorily accounted 
for. How ‘then was: the house to obtain 
that satisfaction? He had already said, it 
could not be had by a civil suit. It must, 
therefore, be by some other. He did not 
wish for any harsh measures; but the 
country expected, and was entitled to sa- 
tisfaction. If the punishment the noble 
lord had already suffered, shouid be found, 
on a trial, to be too great, it would be the 
duty of the house to address his majesty 
to have him restored to the honours of 
which he had been deprived. If he was 
found deserving that punishment, the judg- 
ment of the court would confirm it, and 
the country would have justice. At all 
events, he thought the noble lord’s inno- 
cence, which was now loaded with so dark 


acloud of suspicion, never could be fairly’ 


oie to the satisfaction of the public, 
but by a fair and impartial trial. The ques- 
tion, therefore, for the house to determine 
at present was, whether it would be pto- 
per, after the steps they had already taken, 
to sit down and content themselves with a 
civil suit, which could not affect the new 
matter? or whether they would adopt one 
of the two motions proposed by way of 
accomplishing a proper punisbment, if guilt 
should be proved, or of conviucing the 
world of the noble lord’s innocence, should 
he be acquitted of the matters laid to his 
charge ? He was sorry tohave troubled the 
house so long; but he thought it necessary 
to give his fpasons for voting for the motion 
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There f 


of his right 


Mr. Ryder tontended that the course 


now proposed was contrary to all the prineiv 
ples and the‘analogy of the law of England, 
namely, that after a man lad received a: 
sentence, aid that sentetice was inflicted 
on bi, for'any thing, he was not to be 
punished further for what might be called” 
the aggravation of his offence. “The house 
had passed resolution declaring ‘that the 
noble lord had misapplied the publi¢ 
ney, that was the corpus delicti;. what 
-had since been discovered in the last réy! 
port was only’ an ag ggravation- of that 
fence. 

The AttorneysGeneral observed, on the 
course of the proceeding as far as the house 
had gone already, ‘that as to the question 
which had been put to him in tlie course 
of the debate, whether the ‘civil suit al- 
ready instituted in this case would ocea- 
sion’ any impediment, he had to answer, 
that the proceeding in that matter would 
be as effectual as if the bill had been filed 
in the court of exchequer on the last day 
‘of the-last term, although as yetit had 
not been filed ¢ atid this be had abstained 
from, because he thought it his duty to 
wait the event of the report of the com- 
mittee sitting on that subject, to see how 
far new light ‘might be let ‘in on the sub- 
ject; and so far was he from agreeing with 
his learned friend behind bim, that nothing 
which had arisen from the last report could 
be made part of a civil proceeding, that he 
entertained a diflerent view of the point, 
and some part of’ that report made a sub- 
stantial ground of charge. Another ques- 
tion had been put to him, whether or not 
he could state to the house, that the civil 
proceedings that had been instituted could 
form any bar to a criminal proceeding? He’ 
could only say, that as to bar, they uns 
questionably formed none; but he submit. 
ted to the discretion of the house, that if 
it wished to be governed by analogy, and 
to proceed as in any other place than that 
house would be absolutely’ of course, those 
civil proceedings would “form a complete 
and invincible obstacle ; and he trusted the 
house would not do. that which in the 
hands of any other prosecutor would bea’ 
proceeding reflecting great disgrace on him). 
The house could not, consistently with jus- 
tice, go oa with two: proceedings’ at once. 
With respect to the amendmént of his right 
hon. friend, if carried, he, as- attorhey-” 


general, would be put into ait exceedingly 
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should direct the attorney-general to pro- 
ceed for all the matters contained in, the 
tenth report, he would take the liberty of 
asking whether he was to run the risk of a 
failure, by omitting to state that which 
might be important to ensure conviction, 
and by adopting only that which might 
appear to him to be matter of aggravation? 
Now, on that part of the subject which re- 
lated to Mr. Jellicoe, he knew not how to 
make that matter of charge against the no- 
ble viscount without a specific vote for that 
purpose.’ He apprehended that he should 
require a direction of the house in many 
other particulars before he could exhibit 
them as matters of charge against the no- 
ble viscount, in the event of the house 
agreeing to come to a criminal proceeding 


from the house in a distinct statement what 
the points were which he was to make the 
subject of charge. If the house, said he, 
should order me to prosecute my lord Mel- 
ville on the legal guilt, my lord Melville 
must be convicted either on an impeach- 
ment or indictment ; but on his legal guilt 
he has already been condemned, for that le-. 
gal guilt is constituted by the misapplica- 
tion of the public money; the aggravation 
of that offence is in the course which that 
proceeding took, and it does appear to me 
to be quite a novel proceeding for the house 
to go on the corpus delicti, and after having 
had the effect of a criminal proceeding, 
that is, after it has produced punishment 
for the offence, to proceed to a new prose- 
eution on the aggravation of that charge. 
This is quite inconsistent with the rules of 
law, and repugnant to the principles of 
justice. If an indictment was found against 
aperson for an assault, and he was con- 
victed of a common assault, and it was af- 
terwards discovered that the assault was 
committed with intent to kill, or to commit 
arobbery, that would be a great aggrava- 
tion of the crime; but if the party were 
acquitted of that part of the charge, and 
found guilty of the common assault, and 
it was proposed to try bim again on ac- 
count of a subsequent discovery, he could 


already convicted; but, in prosecution at 
the instance of this house, a defendant has 
not that advantage, because you have no 
technical record of the trial to which you 
could refer, You have not that form of a 
criminal court of justice, but you are in 
Substance and effect a criminal court ef 
justice, and you should therefore not ren-) 


der. it impossible for a _person,accused be. 
fore you to obtain substantial justice, by 
charging him with the aggravation of an 
offeuce after you have proceeded to punish 
him for the corpus,delicti ; that. would be 
absolutely unjust, and by, which you would 
be availing yourselves of your own want of 
rules, by which the accused may protect 
himself in any other court appropriated to 
the administration of justice. You are 
not in a situation in which you can proceed 
justly to ulterior punishment, for what ap- 
pears to you to be what is called aggrava- 
tionofanoffence. How would the charges . 
be constituted? What makes he misap. 
plication.of the public money the principle . 
of an offence, and what aggravates it, would 
perhaps be difficult even fora lawyer to 
state correctly. The aggravation of the 
crime is no distinct part of the crime it- 
self, and it is inconsistent with the princi- 
ples of the criminal justice of the country 
to proceed for the aggravation after pu= 
nishment is inflicted for the crime itself; 
and, therefore, I.trust the house will not 
adopt that mode of proceeding. You have 
brought yourselves into this difficulty, and 
gentlemen now candidly confess they feel 
the forcé of it. Itis an embarrassment 
which the house ought to feel, for you can- 
not proceed vow without interfering with 
the merciful administration ofjustice, which 
I trust will always be the British adminis- 
tration of justice; and therefore I hope, on 
the best reflection I can make on the sub- 
ject, that gentlemen (however they may 
regret the circumstance) will feel that they 
have now no option. I know that this 
has the same effect as if lord Melville was to 
be pronounced not guilty on a criminal 
charge; but I will go no farther; if the - 
house had not proceeded as it did, the - 
case would now be necessarily presented in 
a different point of view, because, as it 
stands, there would be no.answer as to the ~ 
misapplication in. point of law of the ten 
thousand pounds; it would be a misappli- 
cation of the public money, for which he 
might have been liable to punishment if 
he had not been punished already. ‘The 
misapplication of the public money in his 
hands, for which he did not account, would 
be a case, which the constitutional jealousy 
of this house would entertain as a serious 
charge. 1 therefore am prepared to say, 
so far from being of opinion there is no le- 
gal guilt in the case of my lord Melville, 
that I am by no.means assured,if the house 


had not proceeded as it has done already, 
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that JT should not have voted for the im- 


, peachment; but I am now prepared to say, 


that genilemen on the other side would 
have had my vote to-night, if they had 
taken my advice to wait until they had dis- 


covered, as far as they have been enabled 


to discover, what the nature was of the par- 
ticular charges against my lord Melville. 


"If they had proceeded more quietly, more 


slowly, but not the less surely for the at- 
tainment of justice, the case would have 
stood very differently from what it now 
does. The hon. gent. says, that the ma- 


jority of the public has been greatly with| 


him; but on the subject on which we are 
now debating, there is a prevailing and a 
growing sentiment ia the public opinion. | 
say, I do believe that at this moment there 
is a prevailing anda growing sentimentin the 
public mind, that the hon. gent. would 
have given fairer advice to the house, and 
acted in a safer and better way for the at- 
tainment of his object (which was, I have no 
doubt, the object of justice), if he had ab- 
stained from proceeding to a vote on any 
part of the case, before he knew the whole 
of it. If the house should now adopt 
the mode proposed, it would be to deliver 
over the noble lord to the certainty of a 
conviction of an offence for which he has, 
been already punished ; for it is impossi- 
ble that he should obtain an acquittal, and, 
therefore, it must be in reality pursuing 
that system which I pressed the house to 
resist ; instead of which I take the liberty 
to recommend to the house that which is 
the true character of the British adminis- 
tration of justice, by which this rule is 
established, that after punishment is in- 
flicted for any crime, you shall not add 
another punishment on account of your 
having afterwards discovered some new cir- 


-cumstance which constitutes an aggrava- 


tion of the guilt. Gentlemen say the no- 
ble lord does not desire or covet a trial, 
which they say he ought to do. It is im- 
possible that be should be acquitted ; every 
body admits there is legal guilt ; it is quite 
clear there is legal guilt. Why then, what 
opportunity can the noble lord wish for to 
go to trial, in order to be acquitted ? He 
cannot be acquitted; and those who wish 
him to appear on his trial for what they 
have already punished him for, forget the 
principles of British justice, moderation, 
aud mercy, and I hope the house will not 
proceed in a way by which an ordinary 
rosecutor would disgrace himself. 
Mr. Whitbread then xose to reply, and 


the course of the long debates which have 
taken place on this most interesting and 
important subject, I have been arraigned 
as acting from feelings of vengeance 
and cruelty. It has been said that I have 
placed lord Melville in a situation more 
humiliating and more degrading than ever 
British subject was placed before. I have 
been accused too of entrapping the house 
into a particular form of proceedings which 
have created the utmost degree of embar- 
rassment, ‘To charges of such a nature as 
this, I can by no means plead guilty, nor 
can TI contentedly hear assertions so confi- 
dently advanced which have no foundation 
in truth, Whatever a right hon. gent. 
(Mr. Canning) may chuse to think of the 
stupid and desultory manner in which I 
have managed this business, whatever the 
hon, and learned gent. who spoke last 
may conceive of the growing and prevailing 
sentiment of the country as to the impru- 
dencies of the vote of the Sth of April, I 
feel myself called on to defend my cha-~ 
racter against a charge so foul as the supe 


‘spoke in. substance as follows :—sir; in 


position that I have ever uttered one ex- — 


pression, or supported one sentiment from | 


feelings of vengeance against any indivie 
dual. I trust that on the contrary, I can 
appeal to my own heart for the purity of 
my motives. Jam conscious on all. occa- 
sions of having been actuated by principles 
of honesty and views of public advantage, 
As to what has fallen this evening from a 
right hon. gent. opposite (Mr. R. Dundas) 
who naturally feels the warmest interest in 
every thing which concerns the character 
of the noble lord whose conduct in the 
exercise of one of the most considerable 
offices in the state I have thought it my 
duty to arraign, I must beg leave to make 
one or two observations. I am sensible 
that when speaking of the noble lord’s con- 
duct I have been under the necessity of 
making use of very strong language. [| 
have expressed myself strongly because, 
undoubtedly,-I have felt strongly on the 
subject. I beg leave, however, to assure 
the hon. gent, that I have advanced no- 
thing which was calculated to give him 
personal offence, that [ have urged nothing 
which could give unnecessary pain to his 
feelings, While I say this I think it due 
to the hon, gent. to add, that the manner 
in which he has this evening addréssed the 
house was highly becoming and respectful, 
It would, indeed, have been well for the 
noble lord if he had entrusted his defenca 
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‘to the hon. gent. rather than have under- 
taken it himself. Sure I am that if this 
‘course had been pursued, the character of 
the noble lord would have stood higher 
both in this house and in this country, than 
it did after his own defence was closed. 
Equally certain I am, that if this course 
*had been followed, the noble lord would 
shave had more votes on his side this night. 
I confess | was astonished to hear an hon. 
gent. (Mr. Isaac Hawkins Browne) gravely 
‘stating that the defence of the noble lord 
greatly extenuated his criminality, and that 
if I had been wise, I would, as soon as that 
‘defence was finished, have consented to 
withdraw my motion. I may not, perhaps 
be so wise as the hon. gent. ; but this I must 
say, that I am rather too nice to be satis- 
fied with a defence which neither supplied 
what is defective, explained what is mys- 
terious, vor removed what is ground of the 
‘strongest suspicion of an ignominious par- 
ticipation of profits derived from the illegal 
use of the public money. Ifthe conduct of 
the noble lord was reprehensible before, I 
think his own defence placed it in still more 
odious colours. A great deal has been 
said in the course of the debates, of the 
difficulties in which the proceedings of the 
house are now involved. I do not pre- 
tend to deny, sir, that difficulties do exist, 
but of this 1 am quite sensible, that the 
greater part of them are difficulties which 
the gentlemen on the other side of the 
house have knowingly and wilfully created. 
I am sensible that all which ingenuity, 
eloquence, and dexterity could accomplish, 
has been exerted for the sole purpose of 
embarrassing and retarding our proceed- 
ings. But, sir, the grand difficulty which, 
once removed, every other would become 
trifling, is simply this, that gentlemen on the 
other side will not proceed on the evidence 
which the report of the committee contains, 
They will not come to that direct vote 
which the whole of the evidence so clearly 

ints out to be necessary. The hon. and 
earned gent. wha spoke last has stated 
in answer to a question from me, whether 
the civil suit and criminal charge were 
consistent with each other, that they are 
not incompatible. Here, then, one mate- 
rial legal difficulty is, by the hon. gent.’s 
own admission, removed. But, sir, even 
if this difficulty had been insurmountable, 
if it had been found that the civil suit and 
the criminal charge could not go on at the 
same time, an easy remedy could have been 
abtained, If I could not resolve the diffi- 


PARL. DEBATES, June 12, 1805.—Impeachment of Lord Melville. 


tion. 


nf Lard Nelwille. 


[382 


culty, F should have been obliged to cut 
the Gordian knot and suffer the civil suit 
to be suspended for ever. The gentlemen 
on the other side, however, charge all our 
proceedings with violence and precipita- 
It would have been somewhat satis- 
factory if those who brought forward 
such a charge had condescended to bring 
some evidence to support their asser- 
tion. I feel that so far from acting with 
precipitation, the bouse has acted on the 
gravest consideration of the subject. If in 
my humble life, 1 have ever been proud of 
the share which I have taken in public 
affairs, it has been im that share which I 
have taken in those proceedings which, 
however they may be arraigned by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side, have diffused the 
utmost satisfaction through every part of 
the country. If ever the house had reason 
to be proud of any of its proceedings, it 
has ground of just exultation at those reso- 
lutions which have been followed by the 
approbation and gratitude of a whole peo- 
ple. Gentlemen on the other side are loud in 
condemning the resolutions of the 8th of 
April. I dare them to propose to rescind 
those resolutions. I shall be ready to meet 
such a proposition if any member of this 
house were to bring it forward. But, how 
is it that the charge of violence and preci- 
pitation is supported? It will surely not 
be denied that to come to certain crimi- 
nating resolutions. is wo very unreasonable 
way of proceeding previous to a motion of 
impeachment. In this case, however, we 
find 60,0001. of naval money illegally ap- 
plied, and still we have come to no crimi- 
nating resolutions. I maintain, then, that 
I, in common with the house, am left per- 
fectly unfettered in any course of proceed 
ings which we may think proper to adopt. 
With respect to the case of Jellicoe, which 
gentlemen on the other side are in the 
habit of considering as a matter altogether 
trifling, I, for my part, never viewed it in 
this light. On the contrary, I had pre- 
pared resolutions on the subject, to be sub- 
mitted to the house, which I withdrew 
merely because it was thought proper to 
refer this, together with the other matters 
of delinquency, to a select committee.—It 
has been very unjustly insinuated that un- 
due means have been taken to inflame the 
prejudices, and to rouse the passions of the 
people. If, sir, the public mind is inflamed, 
it has been solely created by the conduct of 
lord Melville, and let me assure the gen. 
tlemen og the other side, that this in. 


flamed feeling is not likely to-subside till 
convicted delinquency meets with adequate 
punishment.—As to the county meetings 
which have taken place in different parts 
of the kingdom, I must say that I have 


_pever attended one of them, that I never 


‘signed even one requisition. I am ready 
to confess, however, that the approbation 
expressed of my conduct at many of those 
‘meetings has been highly gratifying to my 
feelings. To me these marks of the good 
opinion of my fellow-subjects are the more 
gratifying, because I am conscious that 
they were by‘me never meanly courted. 
But, as so much has been said of inflam- 
matory language, it may not be improper, 
for me to recall to the recollection of some 
gentlemen the sort of language which was 
employed at the time by lord Melville, 
then a member of this house of parliament,, 
previous to the impeachment of sir ‘Thomas 
Rumbold. Before sir Thomas Rumbold 
was put on his defence, the charges against 
him were published and industriously cirs, 
culated over the country. No art was left 


-untried to inflame the passions of the peo- 


ple against him as a criminal of the first 
magnitude. I myself can recollect the 
counsel of sir Thomas Rumbold making a 
formal complaint of these exertions to in- 
flame the public mind, at the bar of this 
house. This counsel is now, sir, at the 


head of the law department of this coun- 


try, and is doubtless a man of great ta- 
lents and wonderful acquirements. Not 
only is he able to discharge the arduous 
duties of judge in the court of Chancery 
and speaker of the house of lords, but he 
finds leisure for not a little political ma- 
neeuvre and intrigue. If report does not 
sadly belie him, no long time has elapsed 
since he was. successfully employed in 
turning out one administration, and per- 
haps no long time will elapse before he has 
an opportunity of exerting his talents in 
the same way with similar success. This 
distinguished person was at the bar when 
sir Thomas Rumbold’s impeachment was 
proposed, and, as I have already noticed, 
was employed as counsel. I remeniber, 
after noticing the violence exerted against 
his client, he addressed Idrd Melville, the 
accuser, in the same language: in which 


‘king James addressed his favourite Buck- 


ingham when he was pressing for the im- 
peachment of earl Middleton; “ Stenny, 


Stenny, you are avfool; if you go on thus, 


you'll have your belly-full of impeach- 


ments before you die,” Such was the 
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language addressed to the noble lord on 
the occasion I have’ referred to, and it jg 
not’'a little singular, tliat the prediction 
has been ‘so ‘exactly fulfilled.—-But, ‘sir, 
after all that has taken place, I protest I 
was quite astonished ‘at the language of 
the noble lord when conducting -his. de. 
fence. He very gravely informs us, that 
there are many imperiections in the pres 
sent management of the office of treasurer 
of the navy; and even went so far as to 
say, that he was perfectly master of a plan 
by which all these abuses might be reme- 
died. To have heard the noble lord, one 
would have thought that he was actually 
endeavouring to persuade the house to call 
him back to his old favourite employment, 
that the country might once more enjoy 
the benefit of his services. I am aware, 
sir, that his friends are ready to exclaim, 


| that it is I who have prevented this so de, 


sirable event; that it is I who have com- 
pletely extinguished biin as a political cha- 
racter for ever. ‘Io such a charge as this, 
it is quite impossible for me to plead guilty, 
because I am conscious it is altogether un- 
deserved. If the noble lord is- rendered 
incapable of returning to consequence or 
to power, he owes this to himself, and not 
to any efforts of mine. He is now, sir, in 
the strictest sense of the word, felo-de-se. 
He is a political suicide. No more can he 
hope again to enter the political Elysium. 
All his expectations of future honours are 
fled; all his schemes of future dmbition are 
blasted. He must now wander on the 
banks of the Styx, with kindred spirits em- 
ployed in useless penitence, and forming 
unavailing schemes of reformation. ,Gladly 
now would the noble lord endeavour to 
persuade us, that once more returned 
to’ power, all his former delinquencies 
would be abandoned. No more would he 
‘suffer his agent, Mr. Trotter, scandalously 
to misapply the public money. No more 
would he form even the idea of participating 
in such dishonourable spoils. Nothing 
would then be too humble for him ; nothing 
could be presented to him which he would 
not readily undertake ; 
Quam vellent there ia alto 

Nance et pauperiem, et duros perferre labores! 

Fata obstant, tristique palus inamabilis unda 

Alligat, et novies Styx interfusa céercet. 
Let not then’ the noble lord’s friends ime 
pute to me the blame of the fall of their 
patron from his once high estate.—But, 
sir, passing from: this point, what shall we 
re of the destruction of papers, which 
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every thing nay be fairly presumed against 


_ Macclesfield was declared guilty of a gross 


forms'so striking a feature in this interesting 
business. It is a well known maxim, thet 


aman who comes into a court of law, and 
on his first entrance is forced tuo confess 
that he has taken the precaution of de- 
stroying all his memorandums, documents, 
and records, though they all reterred to 
matters of the highest importance. I put 
it to any legal gentleman within these 
walls, what would be thought ofa suitor 
who should go into the court of chancery 
under such circumstances? Would he not 
instantly be suspected of gross fraud; and 
instead of obtaining a full hearing, would 
he not rather be handed over to a court of 
criminal jurisdiction, where he would re- 
ceive the'reward due to his villainy? There 
are, in this case, too, of the destruction of 
papers, circumstances of peculiar aggrava- 
tion. Lord Melville and Mr. Trotter, not 
satisfied with destroying their own ac- 
counts, memorandums, and records, con- 
sign, at the same time, to the flames, the 
documents and memorandums of others, 
This, I declare, seriously strikes my mind 
as one of the most suspicious circumstan- 
ces in the whole.of this mysterious busi- 
ness, ‘The only object of the destruction 
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sort of metaphorical language may be all 
very fine, but I confess I cannot, for the: 
soul of me, see its application, Cruelty I 
hate in every form; and sooner would I 
endure the severest tortures than that any 
human being should, by my means, be sub- 
jected to unnecessary cruelty. As, how- 
ever, the right hon. gent. has talked so 
much of metaphorical tortures, I must beg 
leave to refer him to his noble friend near 
him (lord Castlereagh) who can give him 
abundant information of the tortures exer- 
cised on the bare backs of the unfortunate 
inhabitants of Ireland, with the view of 
extorting confession. of crimes of which 
many had neither knowledge. nor partici- 
pation. That noble lord does understand 
the nature of torture better than I can pre- 
tend to do, and therefore I shall leave the 
tight hon. gent. and bim to settle the 
matter together. I shall only say, that 
what I want, is not cruelty to any indivi- 
dual. It is substantial justice to the noble 
lord who is accused; to this house who 
have heard the accusation; to the country, 
which expects this justice at our hands. 
When the investigation was going forward 
before the committee, it was my ill fortune 
to have several of the members decidedly 


of the papers, must have been’ conceal-}bustile to any propositions on my part: 


ment, and the only purpose of concealment 
must have been consciousness of guilt.-—| 
After all this, however, I am told, that, 
allowing the guilt of lord Melville to be as 
great as represented, still he has been suf- 
ficiently punished. I have on former oc- 
casions troubled the house so much at 
length on this subject, that J cannot think 
at present of occupying much of your time, 
aud therefore shall content myself with one 
or two observations. | wish, then, to call 
tle attention of the gentlemen who hold 
the. opinion that lord Melville has been 
already sufficiently punished, to the case of 
lord Macclesfield, a case by no means 
equal in point of atrocity to that now 
under consideration, Ip that case, lord 


ofience: the resolutions were carried up to 
the throne, and he was struck out of the 
list of privy counsellors. Yet all this did: 
not satisfy the ends of public.justice. He’ 
was impeached, he was severely fined, and 
he was irretrievably, disgraced and degrad- 
ed. But, says the right: hon. gent. will 
you first afflict the noble lord with stripes, 
then cast. him into a duugeon, and when his 
wounds are nearly healed up again, drag 
him forth,,and renew all-his tortures ? 


these were the hon. chairman, the right 
hon. and learned gent. opposite (the master 
of the rolls) and the noble lord who sits 
near him. But- though certainly my task 
was difficult, I was too much in earnest to 
be deterred from following what I conceived 
to be my duty. As I was not to be de- 
terred then, ‘so shall I not be intimidated 
now. Some gentlemen on the other side 
have iasisted, very triumphantly, that the 
public bas sustained no loss, because all 
the sums of money advanced have been 
fairly and honourably repaid, On this part 
of the subject 1 difier so materially from 
these hon. gent. that I must take the liber- 
ty of offering a few strictures on this sup- 
posed repayment. it must be kept. in 
view, that the fact of this repayment rests 
entirely on the evidence of Trotter, who, by 
the way, is a person possessed of a most cu- 
rious kind ofrecollection. Why, sir, heseens 
to have either a frail recollection or a clear 
recollection precisely asit suits:his: purpose 
at the time he isexamined. may stateto'the 
house'his answers when firs: examined, as 


the application of ‘which the noble lord so 


Vou. V. ' 


asked, dovyouw know whetbar this, ten 
2 B* 


to the replacing of the ten thousand pounds, — 


peremptarily refuses téodisclose. 
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* thousand pounds wete ever repaid ?” His 


_ perhaps, on the nature of this answer, and 


. that neither he nor.Jord Melville can con- 


' that there has been foul villainy practised 


_ subjects on which men in general, however 


- that there is the strongest presumption that 


_ that lord Melville should say to Mr. Trot- 


_ ds, in other words, though not employed 
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answer was, “no, I do not.” . Reflecting, 


finding it would not prove satisfactory, he 
afterwards added, that from the balances 
in his hands being correct, it must have 
been repaid, though he could not recollect 
the precise period when the repdyment 
took place. Is it not then extraordinary, 


descend'to inform us, on even one period, 
when any part of the sums advanced, from 
time to time, for the use of lord Melville, 
were replaced, Both were desired to spe- 
cily even a solitary case when a repayment 
took place, and both profess their inability 
to satisfy this so reasonable request. Trot- 
ter’s recollection is obscure and confused, 
and the memory of his noble patron and 
associate is equally. frail and inefficient. 
Now, sir, speaking gravely on this most 
grave subject, what are we to think of such 
conduct? Are we not naturally led to think 


by men who profess total ignorance on 


negligent in other matters, endeavour to 
cultivate a certain degree of accuracy. | 
am sensible, that J have not the means of 
proving my assertion, and therefore I will 
not positively assert it; but this I will say, 


no bond fide re-payment of the different 
sums advanced ever did take place. I can 
easily conceive, though. I cannot prove it, 


ter, “ J want ten thousand pounds; you 
know I cannot repay you, but make good 
use of your time-and opportunities. Re- 
racer the sum by degrees: keep the ba- 

nces regular, and no one will be the wiser 
for this transaction!” I am not prepared 
to say that this language, or language of a 
similar nature was actually used by lord 
Melville; but no nian has a right to de- 
prive me of my suspicion, that in this or 
some similar way has the only repayment 
of the sums withdrawn taken place. True 
it is, I have. no direct proof of this, but 
‘neither can its possibility or probability be 
denied. Now come we to the twenty thou- 
sand pounds of which his lordship refuses 
to give even the slighest explanation, He} 
tells you, that for many years, he was not 
minister, but: governor for Scotland: that 


bv the crown in any office that referred to 
that country, he tells you in the face of the 


enquiring into the expenditure ofthe pub- 
lic money, that he is resolved to keep the 
whole secret to himself, and that nothing 
on earth shall ever extort the secret from 
his bosom, Now, sir, let us see im what 
sort of a situation the noble lord would be 
placed, if the persons among whom the 
money has been distributed should by any 
chance come to a serious disagreement, 
and that some of them should disclose the 
whole transaction. What would come 
of the noble lord’s secrecy then, or what 
would his convenient concealment avail 
him? .This, let it be recollected, is no ideal 
case. A paniphlet is now in print, and 
generally circulated, in which all the cir- 
cumstances of the advance of 40,0001. to 
Boyd and Benfield are fully detailed. What 
security has the noble lord that a similar 
event will not take place, and how can 
he then stand up and say, that he defies 
the house of commons tv compel him to 
account for his expenditure of the public 
money? But, sir, it is worth while to 
consider, under what circumstances this 
secret-service money, drawn from the mo- 
ney appropriated to naval purposes was 
applied in Scotland. Were there any in- 
surrectious to be put down, were there any 
dangerous persons to be watched? Was 
there the least symptom of a design to vios 
late the peace, or to interfere with the re- 
gular details of his majesty’s government? 
Not a single tittle of any thing like this ex- 
isted. The only insurrection I believe that 
the noble lord had to fear, was an insurrec- 
tion against his own scandalous monopoly 
of power. The house have not forgotten 
the conspiracy formed against the noble 
lord’s influence in 1784, and it is not at all 
unlikely, that part of this money, about 
which the noble lord is so extremely deli- 
cate, might have been very usefully em- 
ployed in softening down certain obdurate 
spirits. At that period, the noble lord was 
called on to destroy a combination, not 
against the crown, but his own influence; 
not against the best interests of the coun- 
try, but against the tyranny of an indi- 
vidual, who was not satisfied without such 
an absolute monopoly of power, as com- 
pletely excluded independence, talent, and 
virtue. When the noble lord talks of this 
mysterious concealment of his distribution 
of secret-service money in Scotland, I am 
sure the indignation of every member from 
that part of the kingdotn must be roused. 
I am sure I need not press on all of them 
the peculiar obligation under which they 


house, h:t he disregards your power ot 
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a.e-placed, to come’ forward and see this 
scadalous business fully investigated. Can 
these gentlemen endure to have it said, 
that their country has been bought, sold, 
and ruled, just according to the caprice 
or the prejudice of any individua]. As 
in honour, therefore, they are bound to 
come forward and vindicate the insulted 
_ honour of their country, and to as- 
sist’ in breaking those dishonourable 
chains under which they have so long ig- 
nominiously groaned. ‘The noble lord op- 
posite (Castlereagh) is very anxious to im- 
“press on the house the impropriety oflisten- 
ing to my representations. He says, “ don't 
trust him, he is a dangerous inan ; he will 


_ certainly lead you into some serious embar- 


rassment,” In answer to this I say, I do not 
desire the house to trust me, but to trust to 
my arguments, supported by some of the 
ablest heads in this country. ‘The noble lord 
may wish to give me some very salutary 
advice on this interesting subject. 1 de. 
clare, giving the noble lord all possible 
credit for the purity of his motives, he is 
exactly the last man in the world I should 
choose for my political judge; and if he did 
come to me with his advice, I should frank- 
ly tell him, “ truly,. my lord, I am, obliged 
to you for the trouble you have taken in 
this matter, but as my mind is quite made 
up, I cannot follow your counsel.” We are 
told that this attack on lord Melville is at 
this time extremely imprudent, as it has 
deprived the state of the services of a man 
of great talents, at a crisis when his exer- 
tions are peculiarly required. I am sorry 
at any time, when talent is lost to the em- 
pire, and more especially when there is 
occasion for the best exertion of all the 
_energy which the empire comprehends, 
But, in the disgrace of lord Melville, we 
have in return effected a great national ob- 
ject, we have detected scandalous cor- 
Tuption, and given a solemn and striking 
example of punishment to all future of- 
fenders.—But, say the gentlemen on the 
other side, if even lord Melville were guilty, 
impeachment would be nugatory. Look, 
say they, to the impeachment of Mr. 
Hastings,and see how unsatisfactory was the 
result. If this sort of argument be good 
for any thing, it goes to a total renuncia- 
tion of this most important power that 
ever was lodged in a representative assem- 
_ bly, the power of impeaching great crimi- 
nals before the most awful tribunal on the 


face of the earth. Inconveniences, I con-' 


fess, there are attending all impeachments, 
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but on that account are they to be totally 
abandoned ? In many cases the trial by jury 
is attended with inconveniences, but for 
these inconsiderable evils, are all the bles- 
sings of the highest privilege of our free 
constitution to be renounced? The argu- 
ment from the trial of Mr. Hastings against 
the impeachment of lord Melville derives 
the greatest part of its force from the ex- 
traordinary length of time which that trial 
consumed. But what righthave gentlemen 
to presume, that because the trial of Mr. 
Hastings occupied ten years, that lord Mel- 
ville’s will occupy a similar period? As 
well might they argue, that because the 
trial of lord Macclestield occupied only 25 
days, the trial of lord Melville would oc- 
cupy probably the same space of time. Here 
again, comes the right hon. gent. (the attor- 
ney general) with his objection about the 
embarrassment of our proceedings. ‘‘ Here 
you are,” says he, “up to your necks in 
mud. But I won't assist you. I won’t tell 
you how ‘to extricate yourselves. I will 
have you to suffer all the consequences of 
your own obstinacy in refusingformerly to 
take my advice.” Thus it is that the right 
hon, gent. is continually descanting on the 
difficulties in which we are placed, and 
will give us the aid of no partof his great 
talents in setting us on the way to proper 
and regular proceedings. I am sensible 
too, that the right hon, gent. employs a 
very sharp sword, but I am not by any 
means afraid of his thrusts. I know that 
before he reaches me, he must pierce: 
through the sides of this house and yours. 
I know it is said; that if the resolutions 
of the 8th of April had not been unfortu- 
nately come to, the whole business would 


have been clear and explicit. We should . 


have been enabled to proceed regularly 
with the impeachment, and to ascertain in’ 
fact, whether lord Melville did participate 
in any illegal profits, and to what extent 
this participation took place. This is all 
very plausible, but the only defect is, that 
it is not founded in truth. Those who 
were conscious of delinquency hugged them- 
selves in their power to elude all enquiry, 
but the resolutions of the 8th of April, 
shewed, that such expectations were ilu- 
sery, and that the strong arm of the law 
was able to reach any delinquent, however 
high his rank or extensive his influence. 
If such a vote had not passed, to have 
brought lord Melville to punishment would 
have been altogether impossible. What is 
the cuse even now that this vote is passed ? 
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We find even now the present treasurer of 
the navy (Mr. Canning) gravely labouring 
for the defence of his patron the culprit. 
We find it seriously maintained, that to 
withdraw naval money trom the bank, and 
to lodge it in the bands of a private bank- 
er, is neither contrary to the letter nor the 
spirit of the act of parliament, It is at 
least very clear, that if you once admit 
the practice, it is quite impossible to say 
to what dangerous length it may be carried. 
The house will recollect, that in ihe tenth 
_Teport notice is taken of no less a sum than 
a million being drawn out of the bank, and 
lodged in the hands of a private bauker 
in one day. Now, sir, let me puta cise 
which is neither impossible nor improba- 
ble. Let me suppose, that betwixt the in- 
terval the money is deposited and the time 
it is wanted for the use of the public ser- 
vice, the treasurer of the navy were to‘die. 
What would here be the consequence? It 
is quite clear the next treasurer would have 
‘no power to draw it out, since it was not 
vested in his name. ‘Trotter, and Trotter 
only, could empower any person to re- 
ceive it. I ask, then, is it fit, is it decent 
that the public money’ should thus be 
sported with, should thus be exposed to the 
most imminent danger? Let me suppose a 
still stronger case, where a large balance is 
in the hand of a private banker. Let me 
take it for granted, which is by no means 
an impossible case, that both the treasurer 
of the navy and his paymaster, stout 


healthy men, were in one day to be cut off 


from the land of the. living, what, in this 
case, would become of the sums of money 
which either of them had vested? The fact 
is simply this, that the private banker 
might appropriate it, to whatever amount, to 
his own use, and there could be no means 
to compel him to refund it, because there 
existed no vouchers of its ever being placed 
in his.hands. The right hon. gent. how- 
ever, tells us, that the balances are never 
kept in the hands of the private bankers 
above ten days at one time. ‘This, sir, is 
a miserable, wretched evasion. [ven if 
the sum is only kept for ten days, is there 
not acontinual succession of balances, 

and may not these successive balances be 
- one after the other applied to purposes 
of private emolunrent? Do we not know, 
too, that of the 40,000!. lent to Boyd and 
Benfield, a considerable part was not repaid 
for several months, and that one part was 
not replaced till after.a lapse of two years? 
‘The right hon, gent. talks of the disgusting 


details of the tenth report. © They are in- 
deed disgusting, but not in the same sense 
in which the right hon. gent. emp 

the expression. The public feel this dis. 
gust in full force; and never, I believe, 
will the nausea be discharged from the 
stomach of the public, till the authors of 
these disgusting scenes are brought to con- 
dign punishment. But it is said, ‘ will 
you for these trifling defalcations continue 
to persecute an unfortunate individual, 
whom you have already sufliciently punish- 
ed?” My answer is simply this ; I will punish 
the authors of such peculations, because 
I am convinced, that from what is already 
discovered, much more atrocious proceed- 
ings are yet to be disclosed. I wish’ the 
noble lord to go fairly to his trial. If he 
is acquitted, then justice is satisfied. If, 
on the contrary, he is convicted, it will be 
in the power of his friends to plead what 
circumstances appear to them most worthy 
of notice, in mitigation of punishment, 
It has been argued, however, against the 
motion for the impeachment, that a num- 
ber of peers have at county meetings ex- 
pressed their opinions, and therefore can- 
not be supposed to be impartial judges. I 
challenge any gentleman to come forward 
and say, that any peer in the realm has not 
a constitutional right to deliver his seuti- 
ments on a public question, to express 
his indignation respecting a case of noto- 
rious delinquency in the execution of one 
of the highe$t offices in the state. But, sir, 
even supposing that-all these peers whe 
have expressed such sentiments were to be 
present at the trial, surely the noble ford 
would have no fair ground of complaint. 
Considering the number of peers created 
since his colleague, the right hon. gent. 
opposite, came into power, he surely has 
a sufficient number of personal friends, to 
counterbalance the number of his political 
enemies. I have another reason for pre. 
ferring the impeachment to the criminal 
prosecution, 
place confidence in the hon, and learned 
gent. who is to conduct it. I do not say 
this from any doubt in his honour and in- 
tegrity. I know, however, that he has a 
strong prejudice on his mind in favour of 
the culprit. I do not think that a person 
labouring under such impressions is a fit 
person to conduct 2 prosecution specially 
ordered by the commons of England. Such 
being my views, I call on those who are 
favourable to the criminal prosecution, to 
give up their slight shade of difference, and 


My veason is, that I cannot: 
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to vote for the impeachment. I conjure 
them, as they have acted. with the purest 
honour, to preserve it uncontaminated. I 


caution them from embarking in the same 
crazy bark with the pilot, not “ the pilot 
‘who weathered the storm,” ashe has been 
called in a song written by the right’ hon. 
gent. opposite (Mr. Cauning), butthe, pilot 


' who forsook the vessel at the period.ot her 


utmost distress. I trust they will contiunein 
the path of honour apd safety, and permit the 
pilot and his poet to encounter the storm 
together. I remind them that disanion 
may ruin all, and therefore earnestly: soli- 
cit them to persevere in that harmony, 
which will enable us, to carry through with. 
triumph,the glorious struggle which we have 
so honourably commenced. vo} 

The motion on the amendment, was then 
put in the following manner : “that the ori- 
ginal words, viz, that lord viscount Melville 
be.impeached of high crimes and misdemea- 
nours, stand part of this,motign.” The ayes 
on this question went forth ; and, when inithe, 
lobby, Mr. Fox addressed the members, and, 
said, that upon this question it was probable’ 
that they should be ina minority., But. as, 
after this question, the amended motion 
would be put for a criminal prosecution, 
he. would certainly concur in that-mode, 
though he did not think it so desirable 
as the mode of impeachment. 


with him on this point, not to quit the 
house. The house then divided on the 
original motion, when the numbers were ; 

For the Impeachment. ..195 


Majority against the Impeachment 77 


This motion being therefore lost, the house. 


again divided on Mr. Bond’s amendment, 


for a criminal prosecution against lord Mel-| 


ville, when the numbers were; 
For the Criminal Prosecution .. ...238 
Majority for the crimipal prosecution, 9 
Adjourned at 6 o’clock on Fridayymorning, 


List of the Majority on the motionfor arder- 
ing a Criminal Prosecution against, Henry 


Jord viscount, Melville... 
Adair, Antonie, W. Lee... 
Adams, J. Atkins, John 
Adams, “Aubrey, Sir 
Addington, H. Astley; SirJ, 
A » Lord -Babington, Ts. 
Amyatt, Bagenale Walter 
Anderson, Sir J. Baker, J. is peut? 
Andover, Lord ‘Baker, Péter Wim. 
Annesley, F. Bankes, H, 


He intreat-' 
ed those gentlemen, therefore, who thought 


Barclay, George 
Barclay, Sir R. 
Bastard, J. P. 
Bathurst, C... 
Beach, M. H. 
Bennet, Aw 
Benyon, R. a 
Bernard, T. 
Bligh, Thos, 
‘Bond, 
Bouverie, E, 
Brogden, J. 
Browne, F, John 
Bullo¢k, Jobn’ 
Bunbury, Sir J.C. 
Byngy 
Baker, W. 
Calcraft, 
Calvert, 
Cavendish, Lord G, H, 
Cavendish, W. 
Caulfield, H. 
Chute, W. 
Cockerill, C. 
Cocks, J, S. 
Coke, Thos, 
Coke, Edward 
Combe" 
Cornwall; 
Courtenay, John’ 
Crawfotd; nee 
Creevey 
Curtis, 
Cumming; 
Curwen, J.C. 
Cockburne, R. 
Cowper, Hon. S 
Dawsen, Ry 
Denison, John 
Deverell, 
Dickens, F. 

Dillon, H. A. 
Douglas, Marquis 
Dugdale, S. D. 
Dundas, Hon. G. H. L. 
Dundas, Hon’ L. 
Duncannon, Lord 
Daniel, F. 
Ebrington, Lord 

Eliot, Win, 

Ellison, R. 

Estcourt, T. 

‘Eyre, A. H. 


Giles, D, 
Golding, E. 


Hutchinson, 


Bamfylde, SirC. 
Goddard, A. 
Grattan, H. 
Grenfel, P. 
Grenville, R. Hon. T., 
Grimston, Hon. J. 
Haivey, FE. 


‘Hamilton, Lord A. y 


Harrison, John 
Hawthorne, at 


. Heathcote, J. 
Heathecot Sir W. 


Hilliard, 
Hobhouse, 
Holland, Henry 
Honywood, Sir. 
Horrocks, 
Howard, 


Hudleston, J. 
Jeffery, 
Jervas, T.. 
Jekyll, J. 
Johnstone; George 
Jervoise, 
Kensington, Lord’ 
King, Sic J. 
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Kinnaird, 
_ Ladbrooke, Robert 


Lambton, Ralph 
Langton, W. G. 
Latouche, D. 
Latouche, J. 
Latouche, R. 
Laurence, French 
Lawley, Sir R. 
Lemon, J. 
Lemorg, Sir W. 
‘Lloyd, J. M. 
Loveden, F. L. 
Lubbock, J. 
M‘Mahon, Johu 
Manners, John 
Markham, J. 
Marsham, Lord 
Martin, R. 
Middleton, Sir W. 


Estcourt, 'T. Milford, Lord 

Fellowes, Mills, C. - 

Fellowes, R. Milner, Sir W. 
‘Fitzgerald, R. Hon,J. Moore, G. P. 

Fitzpatrick, R. Moore, Peter 

Foley, Hon, A. Mordaunt, C. 

, Eoljambe, F. F. Morpeth, Lord 

Folkes, Sir M. Morris, Edward 

Folkestone, Lord Mostyn, Sir T. 
“Fonblanque, J. Mills, W. 
Fox,.C. 49). "Metcalfe, Sir T. 

Franeis,: eet . Mellish, W.. 

Fullery Newport, SirJ. 

Fydell, T. Norman, R. 
Foley; ‘Thomas North, Didtey 
Frankland; W.  Northey, 

Garrard, .C,.D. Orchard, Paul 

‘Geary, Sir Wiiliam Ord, Wiliam 


Ossulston, Lord 
Patk, Sir Lawrence 


\ Anson, Thos. ; 
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Palmer, John Symondes, T.P. 
Patton, Peter St. John, Hon. St. A. 
Patteson, John Smith, Chares 
Paxton, Sir W.. Stewart, Hon. M. 

diey John Talbot, Sir Charles 
Peirse, Henry _ Tarleton, B 
Pelhain, Hon. C. A. Cc. W. 
Pe Lord He . Temple, Earl 
Plumer, William __._ Tierney, Right Hon. G. 
Pole, sit C.M, ‘Townshend, Lord J. 
Ponsonby, W.B. | Turner, Edward 

ster, Lord Tyrrwhitt, T. D. 

B. ., ... Tyrrwhitt, Thomas 
Poyntz, } _ Thornton, R. 
Price, Sir C. Vansittart, George 
Price, Richard Vansittart, N, 

Pytches, J alpole, rior. 
Paul, Walsh, SirJ.Be 
Pierepoint, C, Watson, G. 
Raine, Jona Western, C. ’ 
Russell, Lord W: Wharton, J. j 
Salisbury, Sir R, Whitbread, Samuel 
Sargeant, John. _ Whitmore, Jehn 
Scott, Joseph Wiberforce, W, 
Scudamore, J. Williams, J.H. 
Shaftoe, R. E. D.. Williams, Owen 

» Ae _ Williams, Robert: 

Shelly, Henry Wi Ww. 

eridan, R, B. Wood, George | 

ith, Wm. % Wrottesley, Sir J 
Somerville, Sr M. Wynne, Charles 
Spencer, Lord. B. Wyndham, P. 

ley, Lord, . Wright, A. 
Sew Young, Sir W. 
Sullivan, n 
Paired off on the same Side, 

Sir W.W. Wynne Sir Ralph Milbanke 
Sir G. Heathcote Serjeant Best 


Hon. Mr. “Warde J. Foster Barham 
HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Thursday, June 13. 


(Mixvutes.] The claim of sir Cecil| 


Bishop to the Zouch peerage was further 
proceeded in. 
the part of the claimant:—Lingham’s Di-, 
vorce bill, and some other bills mostly 
private, were read a third time and passed. 
—Lord Auckland presented an Account of 
the Proceedings of the Trustees of Chatham 
Chest under the late act of parliament; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
—On the Salford Justices’ bill, in a 
committee of the whole house, the clerk 


of the peace for Lancashire was examined]: 


relative to the bill; after which the bill was 
reported.—The house resolved itself into 
a committee on the Stipendiary Curates’ 
bill, when. a conversation ensued -relative 
to some proposed amendments; after 
which the chairinan left the chair, and the 
committee ‘were ordered to sit again to- 
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[was ordered accordingly. 


} of justice in Ireland ; and, thirdly, witha 
| reference to the character and situation of 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 

Friday; June 
[Conpuct or Jupce Fox]. ‘Lord Wal. 
{Singham moved, that the order of ‘the day 
for their lordships going into a committee 
upon the case of Mr. Justice Fox be dis. 
charged ; which ‘being done, his lordship 
moved that the house do resolve itself into 
@ commitee for the above i 


purpose, which 


Lord Auckland took the opportunity to: 


[give notice that he intended, before the 
order of the day should be entered upon . 
fon Monday next, to submit a motion to 
[their lordsbips, that the farther proceed. 

}ings in the committee on the case of Mr, 
| Justice Fox should be 


postponed’ for two 
or three months, meaning, that it be post- 
ed until the next session of parliament. 

e thought it but fair and candid to give 


|this previous notice, though: perhaps he 
[might be warranted by order, to move iton 


y day of such his determination. 
Lord’ Hawkesbury was of opinion, ‘that, 
under the circumstances of the case, the 


Pnoble ‘baron ought then to state some ge- 
[neral ground or reason on which he was 


‘induced: to propose such a motion, For 
this part, in every view of the case, parti- 
cularly on three general grounds, first, that 
of the character ard justice of parliament; 
secondly, witha view to the administration 


the individual himself, it was incumbent on 
the house to proceed with the investiga 


tion, and-to make-as great a progress there- 


in as they possibly could, this session. So 
deeply was he impressed with this senti- 
ment, that he proposed, at least such was 


Mr. Gaselee was heard on| at present his fixed intention, to introduce 


a bill for the purpose of continuing the pro- 
ceedings the next session of parliament. 
The noble secretary of state referred to 
some minor considerations, which should 
induce their lordships’ application with- 
out delay, ch nt the great additional 
expence which would be incurred to se- 
veral of the parties, were the proceedings 
immediately postponed to the next session. 
Lord Auckland, in explanation, adduced, 
as ‘his ptincipal ground, the little prospect 
that obtained, not only of not getting 
through the investigation during the pre- 
sent session, but of even making any con- 
siderable progress in it. nw 

Lord Bolton begged to offer afew words 
on the occasion. re was.no doubt but 
that the object of all their lordships was to 


morrow.—Adjourned. 
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‘obtain substantial justice, and with the 


- first and most important end could best be 


‘Jn that 
"present occurred to’his mind, that the best 


“case until the next session, when they could 


’ jnto a committee on this. bill, the house ac- 


* eussion of any particular clause, addressed 
- the committee at considerable length, prin- 
‘eipally relative to the nature and effect of 


He considered the provisions to be princi- 


der, for he should conceive that his noble 


‘thought, must admit of such a construc- 


of that nature, which, if made in that 


~ He disliked all considerations of that kind, 


Jeast possible. expence to the parties. The 


induced by their lordships’ paying a regular 
and uninterrupted attention to the case. 
point of view, he was, upon the 
‘whole, inclined to think, at least as it at 


way, and the earlier the better, would be 
to defer. the farther consideration of. the 


attend to the business without interruption. 
The 
order betng read for their lordships’ guing 


cordingly resolved itself into the-same. 
: The Lord Chancellor, previous to the dis- 


mah of the leading provisions of the bill. 
These were, in many points, he observed, 
susceptible of various amendments, several 
of which were necessary to the due under- 
standing of the bill, or to the consistent 
and salutary execution of the measure. 


pally defective with regard to the powers 
meant to be given to the bishops. ‘The nc 
ble and learned lord was proceeding; when 

Lord Auckland rose, not expressly to or- 


and learned friend might probably intend to 
hage concluded with a motion for the chair- 
man’s leaving the chair. He believed every 
Jord in the committee was sincerely friend- 
ly to the principle of the bill, and wished 
to obtain, as a most desirable object, 
through its means, the residence of at least 
one clergyman in every parish in England. 
He came down determined to avoid all hy- 
percritical objections to” the bill, and to 
discountenance slight amendments. He 
confessed that part of what fell from his 
noble and learned friend excited doubts, 
and raised difficulties in his mind. One ofhis 
principal doubts respected the extension of 
the bill to Ireland. One part of the bill, he 


tion; another part evinced that such could 
not be the intention of the framers of the bill. 
He perfectly agreed with his noble and learn- 
ed friend, that the clauses required a great 
deal of amendment; some of these were 


house, might induce the apprehension, : in 
some of their lordships’ minds, that sach 
might be fatal to the bill in another place. 


and was of opiniort it wae neither proper 
or regular to advert to them. . The altera~ 
tious to which he: alluded, might be cons 
sidered as having such an anfavourable ef 
fect ; it was possible, but still he was in« 
clined to think, indeed he rather believed, 
such an effect would not be preduced; at 
any rate, that house should do what it felt 
to be its duty with respect to thie bill, and 
with a view to its thorough rectification 
and amendment, suppose the farther con. 
sideration of the bill was suspended for 
three or four days ;. and in the mean time 
his noble and learned friend, (be knew of 
no one so competent), would give his at 
tention to it, and matute the amendments 
which he conceived necessary to be made. 
The Lord Chancellor, in short. 
tion, observed, that had his noble friend 
waited but a few minutes longer, he would 
perceive that every word be said, had és 
ference to an amendment he intended tw 
have made, 
Lord Hawkesbury wished to offer a few 
observations to the committee. With res 
spect to the principle of the bill, it was 
one, whea he conside seta all its views 
and bearings, to which he was comple 
friendly. He was of opinion, at the pam J 
time, that many of the provisions of the bill 
were very defective, and called for material 
amendments, which it was the duty of thet 
house to endeavour to make. He agreed 
with the noble baron, that it was itpropet 
and irregular to allude to what might be 
the consequence of certain amendments 
made in that hous, with respect to its 
fate in another quarter. At the same time 
he was aware of the practical effect which 
such a consideration must have on the 
minds of the noble lords; yet, he must 
contend, more especially when a subject 
was in question, which, as regarding the 
ecclesiastical establishment of the country, 
was more peculiarly within the jurisdiction 
and province of their lordships’ branch of 
legislature, that it was the bounden duty 
of the house to make such amendments 
and alterations as they felt right, just, end 
proper, without any reference to what 
might be the consequence in the quartet 
alluded to. To the present bill, especially, 
they were bound to perform their duty, 
in w conscientious and becoming manner, 
The Earl of Suffolk expressed his cor 
dial acquiescence in the principle of the 
bill, He was convinced of its salute: 
tendency so much, that he thought 


would be proper to pass it this session, eveh 


Dist Se, 
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With ‘sdme 
detailed: considerations in “measure, 
disapproved, :particuldrly> the © multi- 
werempplied by the billie cow 
of: Bridgwater, in adetailed 
point of. view, -adverted to: sortie difficul- 
ties which, forcibly struck, him: with ‘re 
she op 

well known, that in: the/northera parts of 
the kingdom, the tithes - were. subject toa 
new valuation every year.'' In that case; 
the great fluctuations and advances in the 
prices of corn, of late years, would’ engnes 

a rather serious difficulty. 

Bhe Bishep..of. St. Asaph dalivered: ‘his 
sentiments.ypan acveniety of detailed con- 
siderations in the bill, most of which loudly 
ealled for. rectification amendment. 

Qn this head, he cordially agreed with 
seome.of their lordships who.had'spoken in 
the commistee., Upon the.whole, greatly 
as he had the bill at heart, convinced as 


he of itssalutary tendency, he would: 


gather,the biJlyshould be lost, than that it 
should pass with its present numerous im- 
perfections. In the course of his.speech, 
the learned prelate adverted to.several pro- 
visions, of «the. bill, which: strack him as 
presenting.a chaos of contradictions, as ab- | t 
surd, inefficient, injurious, andiderogatory 
tothe dignity of the clerical,:character ; 
and, ip some instances, tending to degrade 
the bishops. what he said, -he meant 
not the slightest reference or allusion-to the 
conduct, of his. right rev. brother (the bishap 
of London)- -vpon the occasion. He well 
knew the purity and benignity- of that right 
_ ev. prelate’s motives for coming forward; 
these. were evinced by the bilbintroduced 
by. his lordship for the purpose, in a for- 
mer year ; which was widely different from 
that at, present under consideration, ‘and, 
in some points of view, formed a striking 
contrast-to it. 
Fhe. Bishop of Landon in 
gome points of view, very different opi- 
pian,of the present bill from the right rev. 
ho had last spoken; neither could 
:gongider the. provisions adverted to as a 
chavs; of, contradictions. vindicated 
his own. motives .in coming’ forward,,and 
adverted, to tbe history of former.bills on 
the intended. to. have. pro- 
yided, for what. -was proposed by the present 
bill, by @ clause in,the residence 
disapproved of,.at the time, se-' 


parate,bill recommended... Ins 
cas 


valuations;? it: 


bills that 


PARL DEBATES; Curates Bill, 


entiously what he deemed to be his duty to 
the public:and te the house. ‘He had no 
personal. interest:to serve; henceforward, 
he left: thie bill: tothe discretion, the jus- 
tice, and the protection of the house. His. 
particular thanks were due to the very re- 
spectableand learned gentleman who had 
introduced the bill into’ the other house,. 
and.whuse.ability and assiduity on the oe- 
casion were: highly complimented by ~ 
right» rew. ‘prelate. 

Lord Sidmouth declared himself » warm 
advocate. for the principle of the bill; yet, 
as to some of its provisions, he certainly 
entertained doubts; and these doubts were 
rather. increased by some of the able ree. 
marks which fell from the noble and learn- 
ed lord who spoke first in the discussion. 
With respect to the amelioration and revi- 
sion of the bill, which it seemed the gene- 
ral sense of the committee should take 
place, -he was happy at understanding that 
his noble and learned friend was to pay. 
particular attention to it. In abler hands 
it certainly could not be. In regard to 
what was thrown out, as to the possible con- 
sequences of a certain description of amends 
ment made by their lordships, in reference 
to the fate of the bill in another place; on 

this topic he felt a degree of delicacy and 
difficulty while addressing the conmittee. 
He was not to tell their lordships his senti- 
ments-on that part of the subject; nor was 
he to express those feelings which he might 
naturally be expected to bring with bim 
from that quarter. Situated as he was 
considefations of duty were paramount to 
every other, and in that view be entirely 
agreed with what fell from some of their 
lordships, who were of opinion that the 
house should do what it felt to be its 
duty with. respect to any alteration or a 
meéndment of the bill, without reference 
to! what: mightbe the event of these altera. 
lions.on the part of another branch of the 
legislature. ‘Though he spoke this genes 
rally, he entertained strong hopes that the 
bill might be rendered a salutary and bene+ 
ficial measure, with the assistance of their 
lordships, and still met with the approbas 
tion of the other house of parliament so 
agithat, in the course of the present ses+ 
sion, it would receive the assent of, both 
honses, and afterwards receive the sanction 
of the sovereign.—Alter a short explana- 
tory, conversation,’ the. chairman was di+ 
rected..to leave; the: chair; and, on«the 
hopge resuming, the further consideration 
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are mine. 
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[ConpUCT OF MR. PITT RELATIVE TO | 
THE LOAN TO BOYD AND BENFLELD.|—-: 


Mr. Wiithread.—I ‘gave notice, sir, some 
time ago, of my intention to move certain re- 
solutions respecting the conduct of the right 
hon. gent. opposite, for tle purpose of ex- 
pressing my opinion relative to that conduct, 
as made known by the tenth report of the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, and by the 
report of the select committee ot this house, 
which was appointed to enquire into the mat- 

I now 
rise to fulfil the task IT have imposed upon 
myself, and whatever may have been the 
wishes of the right hon. gent. or his friends, 
that these resolutions Should have been 
moved previous to the motion for the iim- 
peachment of lord Melville, I think they 
must acquit me of having created any unne- 
cessary delay. How far I may be sanction- 
ed by the house I know noi, but I wiil sim- 
ply state that my object is to record upon the 
journals of the house those illegal transac- 
tiuns which have taken place, in order that 
they may not be drawn into precedent ; and 
Isheuld think that the right hon. gent. him- 
self would wish that those transactions, to 
which it is my object to allude, and which 

he conceives to have been founded upon 

good grounds of expediency, may not be sut- 
fered to pass unnoticed, and thereby beeome 

a precedentafor any successors who may not 

have the same justification. ‘To prevent their 
being drawn into such a description of pre- 
cedent is my only object, and I hope, if it is 
intended to propose ay other resolutions, 
(counter resolutions I conceive there can be 
none) that gentlemen will not approve of 

‘those, and reject mine, merely because they 

When this subject was before 
the house on the 8th of April, the right hon. 
gent. was charged by me with a strong sus- 

‘picion of having a knowledge of the transac- 

‘tions which were then under discussion. It 
eertainly then appeared that he knew of the 

-naval money being drawn from the bank, 
and lodged at a private banker’s. I never 

-eonceived for a moment that he participated 
in the emoluments derived from that mo- 
ney, but, until it was explained by his evi- 
dence before the coramittee, it certainly ap- 

‘peared to me most extraordinary that the 

‘tight hon. gent., knowing of that practice in 
the year 1797, took no steps to put a stop to 

‘it. It certainly appeared very extraordinary; 

but I beg leave to say, that as it appears 

‘now, and as it is notorious to the world, 
Whatever there may ke of negligence, all 


“s#uspicions of a graver nature are totally and 


Vor. V. 
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entirely done away. I have thought it my 
duty to say so much, but at the same time I 
wish to avoid as much as possible all refer- 
ence to lord Melville: his case is gone be- 
fore a tribunal where impartial justice will 
be done, and far be it from me to say any ~ 
thing that cantend to aggravate the charges 
against him. It does appear, however, that 
in the year 1797, a respectable gentleman, 
Mr. Raikes, who was then governor of the 
bank of Eugland, communicated to Mr. Pitt, 
that naval money was drawn out of the 
bank, contrary to act of parliament. The 
right hon. gent. could not in his evidence be- 
fore the committee recollect all the points of 
this conversation, but although there was 
some difference with respect to the terms 
between his evidence and that of Mr. Raikes, 
the substance was the same. As to this part 
of the subject, I should uardly think it ne- 
cessary to say one word more; but I have 
heard froin several respectable persons re- 
marks upon the evidence, relative to this 
point, upon which I must make a few cbser- 
vations. It hasbeen said, that this was not 
an official conversation, and that the subject 
of Mr. Raikes’s communication was a mere 
rumour cavght up in the bayk;. that Mr. 
Raikes had it from Abraham Newland—that | 
Abraham Newland hed it from the clerk; 
and so on; but the fact turns out to be so, 
and that being the case, it signifies not 
through how many hands the rumour of it 
had passed. Mr. Raikes says he informed 
the directors, when he returned, of the comi- 
munication he had made to the chancellor of 
the exchequer: they, however, could not 
recollect it, but whether they did or not is of 
no consequence whatever. There is no 
deubt that the right hon. gent. was informed 
of it, anda short time afterwards he had a 
conversation with lord Melville upon the 
subject, who satisfied him that the money 
was not drawn out of the bank in any other 
manner than as required by the exigencies 
of the naval service. Now, it is a little ex- 
traordinary that the right hon. gent. should 
not think it proper to make further enqui- 
ries. I do not mean to impute to him cri- 
minality, but great negligence. It would 
have been much better if he had then made 
an enquiry into the circumstances, and it 
should be recollected that the right hon. 
gent. himself then stood fn a peculiar situa- 
tion with respect to the naval money, as he 
had withdrawn a large sum from it the year 
preceding, of which I shall speak presently, 
and which was not at that time all repaid. 
The right hon. geut. seems however to have 
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been totally apathetic upon that occasion, al- 
though it must certainly appear very strange, 
that the minister of finance, anxious for the 
honour of his friends, and for the regularity 
of financial transactions, should not, upon 
such a communication being made to him, 
have thought it right to institute a private 
enquiry. It appears also a little extraor- 
dinary that the right hon. gent. should never 
afterwards mention this subject to Mr. 
Raikes. It has been said that it was ex- 
traordinary Mr. Raikes should never men- 
tion. it to him; but having stated it to the 
minister of finance, it may be fairly supposed 
that he conceived he had done his duty, and 
that nothing further was required of him. A 
thousand excuses may certainly be found for 
the conduct of the right hon. gent. in this 
instance ; but no excuse which is satisfac- 
tory to mein the manner in which I view it. 
Another extraordinary part of the evidence 
of the right hon. gent. is, that the provisions 
of the law were not at that time under his 
contemplation; now it turns out that the 
Jaw was broken; but the right hon. gent. 
had forgot the act of parliament. This 
would be no excuse to any subject in the 
land; the nveanest individual cannot plead 
ignorance of the law, and shal] the right hon. 
gent. be allowed to plead that he had forgot- 
ten the law? It is not a little extraordinary 
that the right hon. gent., who took a part in 
the formation of this, as well as other laws of 
a similar description, should, when this sub- 
ject of the violation of the law comes before 
forget the existence of such a law. If 
this case, as it originally stood, had not been 
explained by the evidence before the select 
committee, I should have felt it my duty to 
’ move some resolutions upon the subject ; 
but not wishing to move any resolution that 
may be personally offensive. to the right hon. 
gent.—(and so far as the right hon. gent. is 
_concerned in the violation of the act, the 
evidence of the right hon. gent. being in a 
great measure satisfactory)—1 do not intend 
to move any resolution upon this subject. 
- The next subject upon which I wish to 
_ trouble the house, and with respect to which 
I mean to move resolutions, is the deficiency 
6f Jellicoe. I ssid so much upon this topic 
upon a former night that I shall not weary 
_ the patience of the house by saying much 
more upon it now. I shall only advert to 


_ two cr three circumstances which appear | 
very extraordinary. Some conversation took | 
' place between the right hon. gent. and the | 
’ treasurer of the navy. ‘The evidence of the | 
right hen. gent. is not precise upon this | 


point; but it is probable, that some previous 
conversation took place relative to this sub. 
ject. A: memorial was drawn up on the 
part of lord Melville, and presented to the 
treasury board. ‘There is a very particular 
circumstance, however, respecting the dates 
upon this occasion, which has recently fallen 
under my notice. The minute of the trea- 
sury board, on which the warrant was to is- 
sue for exonerating lord Melville from any 
responsibility on account of the deficiency of 
Jellicoe is dated the 29th of May, 1800, 
One would naturally suppose this to be a 
previous step to obtaining a writ of privy 
seal ; but it appears that the warrant was 
dated the 21st of May, eight days before the 
minute of the treasury authorising the war- 
rant. This circumstance may be explained, 
but it appears to be anew mode of doing bu- 
siness to be laying the foundation of the 
house at the top instead of the bottom! The 
warrant, however, is dated on the 21st. the 
writ of privy seal was issued on the 27th, and 
on the 29th of May, the minute of the trea- 
sury board is dated, which was the founda- 
tion of the whole proceeding. ‘This is cer- 
tainly very strange. The right hon. gent, 
may say that this is a usual mode of doing 
business—that it is usual to put the horse 
behind the cart, and to do business before 
the order authorising it is given. Unless 
some satisfactory explanation is given upon 
this point, I cannot excuse the right hon. 
get. from blame, Not attending accurately 


to dates, I had supposed that the change of | 


ministry had taken place about that time, 
and that in the hurry of packing up, these 
trifles had rot been attended to; but I see 
the right hon, gent. continued in office near- 
ly a twelvemonth afterwards. “The right 
hon, gent. may say, that this is a matter of 
detail, and that it belonged to the secretary 
of the treasury. Supposing, however, that 
point explained, there are still other features 
remaining. ‘The right hon. gent. certainly 
may not have leisure to read with his own eyes 
all the papers relative to any particular sub- 
ject, or to hearwith his own ears all the infor- 
mation upon the subject; but this case is a 


single instance: The rt. hon. gent. said in his » 


evidence before ihe select committee, that 
he believed there were other instances of the 
same kind. It appears, however, that from 
the year 1760, during the whole of his pre- 
sent majesty’s reign, there is no writ of privy 


‘seal which can form a precedent of this na- 


ture. There have been warrants to pass ac- 
counts but not to exonerate from deficien- 
cics. There appears, indeed, a warrant to 
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exonerate lord Grenville respecting a sum ap- 
plied for secret service money, the person to 
whom it was advanced having ran away, but 
nothing else that can be construed into a 


- circumstances of this case ? That noble lord 


‘ina great measure the strength of our navy. 


‘they absent themselves. 


. been made, it would have been found that 
_ the averments contained in the memorial 


- in fact, and it is upon this I shall call upon 


_ the very worst consequences. I say, that 


precedent. On these circumstances it is that 
I ground a charge against the right hon. 
gent. of not enquiring into the truth of the 
allegations made with a view to obtain the 
writ of privy seal, respecting the deficiency 
of Jellicoe, or not directing the secretary to 
the treasury to make such an enquiry. But 
what in this case were the junior lords of 
the treasury about? Could not the right 
hon. gent. depute Mr. Smith, or lord Glen- 
bervie, or Mr. Pybus, to make some enquiry 
upon this subject, and make a special report 
upon it? Could not lord Glenbervie, a man of 
the greatest solidity, as well as knowledge of 
business, make some enquiry relative to the 


now holds an office, that of surveyor general 
of woods and forests, which requires all the 
exertions of his mind, and upon the effective 
performance of the duties of which depends 


It is singular however that though the name 
of lord Glenbervie appears at the foot of the 
minute of the treasury board, yet when ask- 
ed relative to this subject before the com- 
mittee he replied he knew nothing about it ; 
he could not even recollect whether he was 
present on that occasion ; and believed he, 
had not attended for a year. Now, Sir, 
though unlimited in talent, the right hon. 
gent. is not unlimited in point of strength or 
of time. It is impossible he can look to all 
these things himself; but why should not 
the junior lords look to them ? and certainly 
it is impossible they can investigate them if 
I do not blame the 
right hon. gent. so much for his own indivi- 
dual conduct as for not giving sufficient or- 
ders to others. I am particular upon this 
subject, because in case such enquiry had 


from lord Melville were not exactly founded 


the house to agree to some resolutions which 
Iintend to propose, and which I think they 
cannot reject; if they do they will sanction a 
waste of public money, which may iead to 


upon the ground of a false statement which 
might have been discovered to be false upon 
examination, it appears that no step had been 
taken torecover the remainder of the debt 
due to the crown. People may say all this 
i$ trifling, but that is not the way to argue 


| 
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the question, it is not the way that any per- 
sons would argue in private life with regard 
to their own concerns, and it is a mode of 
argument that ought not to be applied to the 
expenditure of public money. I admit that 
some portion of compassion may sometimes 
be very properly exercised in favour of a 
debtor, but there appears no just plea of that 
kind in this case. Mr. Samuel Jellicoe, the 
son of Adam Jellicoe, in whose accounts the 
deficiency existed, stated in the first instance 
before the committee, that he attributed the 
forbearance exercised towards him to com- 
passionate motives; but the next day he con- 
tradicted that evidence, and said he did not 
know to what motives to ascribe it. Mr, 
White, solicitor to the treasury, was employ- 
ed to get possession of the property and ef- 
fects of the deceased Adam Jellicoe, and at 
first he bustled abort, and seemed to have 
nearly extracted all the property which Mr. _ 
Jellicoe once possessed. He then stopped. 
He was first employed in the year 1788, and 
after the year 1793 he took no further step 
in the business, except some instalments 
being paid. I have said thus much upon 
this subject, in order to state all the points to 
the right hon. gent. The solicitor of the 
treasury took no steps at all from May, 1800, 
nor were any taken by any person to reco- 
ver the remainder of the debt due to the 
crown, whilst, at the same time, some of the 
property appears to have been valued at less 
than the value. It is upon these grounds 
that I call upon the house to vote certain re- 
solutions, in which I have expressed my opi- 
nion upon this subject.—Having discharged 
my mind of these minor topics, I now come 
to the most material’ part of the subject, I 
mean the advance of 40,0001. to the house 
of Boyd and Benfield. It is now pretty well 
known, that if the navel commissioners had 
not been appointed, this fact would never have 
been known to the house. With respect to the 
statemenis of the right hon. gent. and another 
right hon. gent. (Mr. Long,) who, atthe period 
when the advance was made, was one of the 
secretaries of the treasury, the facts of the 
case, though not before the house, have 
been long known, although there is some 
difference in the satements. When a great 
commercial house fails, it too often happens 
that quarrels arise, by which means state- 
ments on both sides aré produced, in which 
the public generally feel very little interest. 
These statements, however, will enable me 
to discover whether the house of Boyd and 
Benfield was at the time this advance was 
made in a solvent state; if it was not, [ 
2C2 


- 
' 
| 
| 
| 
e 
3 
7 
L 
| 
s 


391} 


| 


contend the advance made to them was.most 
ruinous, as it tended to raise their hopes and 
inflame their expectations, and thus to lead 
them on the sooner to their downfall. Iam 
far from saying that there is no occasion on 
which a minister ought not to violate all 
forms and act upon the spur of the moment, 
or that it may not be necessary to conceal 
for a time such a violation of form, other- 
wise the effect of the measure will be fost. 
The state may sometimes be saved by a vio- 
lation of form. Butif a ministér feels him- 
self called upon to violate forms, for what 
he conceives. to be the expediency of the 
public service, ought he not to take steps to 
prevent others who succeed him from avail- 
ing themselves of this precedent for a bad 
purpose? How can he do this, but by 
making a record of it, that if he live he 
may tell the public of it, or, if he die, the 


_Teasons of the act may appear, and a prece- 


dent may not be established destructive to 
the public interest. If forms must be habi- 
tually violated, tliey ought not to exist. The 
right hon. gent. said in evidence before the 
committee, that he could not reveal the cir- 
cumstances of this transaction, because, if 
he had, it would have induced that which it 
was his object in doing it to avoid. This I 
do not ask, but that he should have revealed 
it when he could do it with safety, the pe- 
riod being past when any injurious conse- 
quences could have resulted from the disclo- 
sure. The only reason given by the right 
hon, gent. in his evidence for not doing so 
was, that it did not occur to him. The 
right hon. gent. having thus violated the law, 
and not revealed it to this house, I feel my- 
self compelled to call upon the house to take 
some measure in consequence of this con- 
duct. I own Iam a great friend to fair deal- 
ing, and if the right hon. gent. had-come to 
the house of commons, and stated the cir- 
cumstances of the case, I would have said, 
take your bill of.indemnity, let it not be 
‘drawn into.a precedent.— Let us, sir, now 
consider some of the circumstances of this 
transaction. In the years’1795, 1796, and 
1797, great distress was felt for money both 
by government and individuals. In the year 
1795, the distress for advances on the loan 
was so great. that the right hon. gent. had 
recourse to an expedient which would have 
thrown discredit on eny mercantile house in 
Europe, that of making fictitious paper for 
the purpose of raising morey.This expedient, 
however, did not succeed, ard a great part 
of the paper came back without producing 
a farthing. Who managed this transaction? 
Br. Boyd. Who drew the bills? Mr. 


PARL. DEBATES, Sune 14, 1805.—Conduct of Mr. Pitt relative to (399 


Walter Boyd, jun. by whom the bills were 
purported to be drawn at Hamburgh, but 
who was in fact at that time in Londen, 
Who was Mr. Bord? I believe him to be 
aman of talent, aman of vast views, who 


could sketch out a project in a few minutes _ 


which should produce 8 or 10,000,009, 
without any possible loss, or any body being 
the worse for it. He unfortunately obtein- 
ed the confidence of the right hon. gent,, 
and obtained an ascendency in the commer. 
cial world which was very injurious, as it in- 
troduced a system, which was productive of 
very injurious effects. He also at that time 
contracted for a Joan, which I believe was 
a close loan. The distresses of government 
were so great, that they called for an antici- 
pation of the payments on the loan, Before 
these were all made, there was another loan 
of 18,000,0001., which the right hon. gent. 
wished to be by. competition ; to this Mr, 
Boyd objected, and the right hon. gent. at 
length agreed that he should bid over the 


other biddings, if he pleased; this in the» 


end became a close Joan, or, at least, in 
which Mr, Boyd and others were contractors, 


The loan of 18,000,000]1., for the service . 


of the year, was a close loan, and it was 
upon this that the transaction took place, 
Mr. Boyd obtained ‘advantages upon that 
loan, Which became the subject of discus- 
sion in a committee of this house, and by 
which it appeared that the loan was at a pre- 
mium of 12 per cent. before the first in- 
stalment was due. Much has been said 
about the discount upon this loan ; it ap- 
pears, however, that up to late in “April 
1796, it was at a premium of 6; in gene- 
ral ten, and sometimes twelve ; it afterwards 
fell to a considerable discount, to fifteen, 
and 15$, the average of the’ premium was 
about 7$, and of the discount 6}. It was 
in September 1796 that Boyd informed the 
right hon. gent. of his situation, although in 
the April previous he had contracted -for 
another close loan of 7,000,0001., at least it is 
stated to be close. What did the house of 
Boyd and Benfield do all this time if they 
did not sell their scrip? Some’ might sell 
ata premium, and others might stay till they 
were obliged to sell at a loss; but in this 
case they must pay for their own misfor- 
tunes; and to single out one individual in 
this situation for assistance from govefn- 
ment, was acting unfairly to all the rest. © It 
besides creates suspicion, when it is consi- 
dered that the gent. was a member of par- 
liament, that his partner was a member of 
parliament, und that they were the negocia- 
tors of Hamburgh bills. Strong suspicion 
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is excited that this was the cause of their 
having the two loans of 18,000,000]. and 
7,000,0001. given to them. When it is 
said: that the advance of this 40,060]. averted 
a great public calamity in preventing the 
- failure of the house, it is impossible to sup- 
pose that the want of 40,0001. could have 
caused the failure of such a horse. Why 
could it net be obtained by carrying their 
scrip to. market? In recurring to these 
transactions, I wish as much as possible to 
avoid speaking of Mr. Benfield. I cannot 
but feel for the situation of that gent., who 
was unfortunately the partner of Mr. Boyd. 
J-respect his unmerited misfortunes and can- 
not but lament that he and his family have 
been such severe sufferers by the wild and 
chimerical speculations of his partner. Why 
should not Mr. Boyd sell his scrip, as well 
as other people, if he wanted money ? and 
would there be any singularity in his doing 
so, as he was supported by the example of 
the other, great mercantile houses? Sup- 
posing even the consequence to be that the 
house of Mr. Boyd should have failed a lit- 
tle sooner, would it have had a greater, or 
rather would it not have had a much less in- 
jurious effect upon credit, than any of those 
mercantile houses, not subject to such daring 
speculations, and known at all to have been 
infinitely more substantial ? How was it to 
be supposed that the loan of 40,0001. was a 
sum which could have produced any effect 
whatever upon a house suchas Mr. Boyd's 
was then supposed to have been. Ideny, 
that if the house was solvent, even any tem- 
rary effect was of such a nature as could 
justify the violation of the law. - Even on 
the supposition of their selling the scrip at 
the greatest discount, the utmost loss could 
be no more than 16,0001. which could be 
but a trifle to a house immersed in such stu- 
pendous engagements. If the right hon. 
gent. had no other reason to suspect them, 
he should have done it, even on account of 
their being in distress, which could only 
have been produced by their making so bad 
an use of the immense advantages they pos- 
sessed in what is called the monied market. 
I must confess that from early habits and 
acquaintance with. markets of another de- 
“scription, I have a great dislike to the word 
monied market, as I cannot well compre- 
hend the meaning of the term. When I 
hear of the corn market, and the hop mar- 
ket, I understand the phrase perfectly well, 
and it reminds me of him to whose indefati- 

gable industry, and judicious exertions in 
transactions with these markets I am indebt- 
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ed for every thing which I have the happiness 
to be possessed of. The public, I believe, 
as well as the individual who has now the 
honour of -addressing you, may find reason 
to rejoice in the success of those exertions, 
and the rewards which must stimulate the 
energies of industry: in enriching an indi- 
vidual, they added also to the wealth of those 
with whom-he was concerned ; and in pre- 
curing wealth to himself, instead of hurting 
any man, he diffused it, in a just propor- 
tion, amongst those around him. Let others, 
if they please, boast of an illustrious line of 
aneestry. Ido notenvy; on the contrary, 
I respect them. I think the estimation of 
ancestors as useful for producing ensulation 
in the descendants, as the existence of rank 
is necessary to the good order of a state. 
Every family, however great and illustrious, 
must have had its founder ; and while others 
pride themselves in their remoteness from 
their founder, I feel aprideand satisfaction in 
being the nearest to mine, With these senti- 
meuts and impressions, I own that [ cannot 
recognise the aflinity which the monied mar- 
ket has to any other, nor can I bring myself 
to think of it but with disgust. When we 
hear of such things as stock-jobbing, wad- 
dling out of the Alley, lame ducks, the nu- 
merous artifices, but, above all, the frequent 
and fatal forgeries which are committed 
through the means of this market, it can- 
not be viewed but with abhorrence, com- 
pared with any other; and, if those con- 
cerned in them grow rich, I cannot esteem 
it obtained with so much credit to. the 
individual, and so much benefit to the 
public, as that which has descended ‘to 
me.’ These, sir, are the reasons, why. I 
dislike the very name of money .market. 
But, dismissing that subject, it is said. that. 
in that market there is a way of getting at 
the votes of members of this house. Iam - 
very far from saying that it is so, -Lcer- 
tainly do not assert any such thing myself; 
that would be unbecoming. But,-in the 
opinion of many, and, perhaps, of : the 
public too, it was somewhatstrange, .that 
such loans should have been given oaly..to 
members of parliament. --At the time the 
bank of England narrowed their discounts, 
and particularly to the house of Boyd, .why 
did not the right hon. gent. -enqnire-into 
their reasons for having done so ?. Itwas.um- 
questionably his duty to have -madethe-en- 
quiry, for the safety of the public ;. and 
if -he-had done it, he weuld: have.toynd, 
that ‘the. unbounded speehlatious .of:.Mr. 
Boyd, in the Alley, gave -them -reason: te 
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suspect the solvency of the house. Mr. 
Boyd represented to the right hon. gent.; 


- that the bank narrowed their accommo- 


dations to him, only to oppress him ; 
and was the right hon. gent. such a no- 
vice as to suppose, that oppression could 
have been their motive, or that they 
had not other very suflicient reasons for 
doing so? To set the matter, however, 


’ beyond all controversy, the fact is known, 


‘that the bank had made representations to 
the right hon. gent. upon the subject, and 
informed him that they could have no con- 
fidence in the security of Boyd, as it was 
his practice to make great promises, and as 
often regularly to fail in them. I will do 
the right hon. gent. the justice to say, that 
he did not lend the 40,000]. without having 
obtained security for it ; but he should have 
confidence that Boyd ought to have other 
resources without having recourse to so ex- 
_ traordinary a one as this was. It is further 
to be remarked, that in the midst of these 
embarrassments, the right hon. gent had 
‘another transaction with Mr. Boyd for send- 
ing 150,000l. to China, by the way of the 
Cape of Good Hope. I know not why it 
is, sir; but when I hear this silver contract 
"mentioned amongst mercantile men, I always 
see them laugh ; but, as I am not in the 
secret.of this silver contract, I shall say no 
more about it; and should not, perhaps, 
have mentioned it at all, but to shew that 
“Mr. Boyd at that time had the preference 
in every thing. Mr. Boyd had also other 
loans in the years 1796 and 1797 ; and no- 
thing so fully proves the negligence of the 
minister, as that he took no means to in- 
- form himself of the circumstances of that 
gentleman, who was under extreme em- 
barrasment long before these had taken place. 
{Mr. Whitbread here read extracts from se- 
veral letters, in proof of the existence of 
: these embarrassments.] I find in a letter 
which, previously to these ]bans in 1796 


“and 1797, he wrote to Mr. Benfield, in 


which he told him, that he was a ruined 
man. In August and September 1796, he 
states, in letters to the same gentleman, the 
great distresses of the house, and the 
great relief he found in a discount from a 
foreign house, with which he had been in- 
timately acquainted, of 50,0001. His em- 
barrasments, he further adds, were so great, 
that he was under the necessity of applying 
to another quarter, namely, to Mr. Pitt and 


- viscount Melville, where in prudence and 


licy his distresses ought not to be known. 
n short, throughout the whole of this 
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period, his letters contain a shocking re. 
cital of his.distresses, all occasioned by his 
adventurous speculations in the Alley. It 
has been said, that after all there was no 
inconvenience occasioned by this advance to 
the payments of the navy, and I am ready 
to admit that no demands on the office of 
the paymaster went unpaid at that time, 
It must at the same time be remembered, 
however, that the navy bills were not paid 
with proper punctuality. I remember, on 


a former occasion, when an hon. gent, not 


at this time a member of this house (Mr, 
Robson), having stated, that a bill for 17}, 
or 18], went unpaid at the sick and hurt 
office, he was taken up in such a tone of 
indignation and defiance to prove his charge — 
by the then chancellor of the exchequer, 
that the right hon. member alluded to was 
stunned, and apprehensive at the moment 
that he had been guilty of a kind of trea- 
son, whereas, in a short time afterwards, it 
turned out that the statement was not onl 
true, but that there were several other bills 
in the same predicament. It is with pain 
and concern I also observe, that there have 
all along been very shameful delays in the 
payments of the half-pay of the navy ; and 
surely, of all other branches of the service, 
there is not one which so imperiously re- 
quires a prompt and immediate payment, 
as the supply of the exigencies of those gen- 
tlemen, who having won such glorious 
laurels for their country, and having no 


other support but their pay, are kept gene- 


rally six, but constantly three months in 
arrears. This distressing circumstance had 
hitherto escaped my notice ; and I hope that 
it will be remedied without delay.—This, 
sir, isa task which I imposed upon myself, 
when I gave notice of my former motion, 
and in the discharge of it, I do not mean to 
criminate the right hon. gent. though I wish 
to have the circumstance placed as a record 
upon your journals. A confidence in that 
right hon. gent., when he was considered 
in the midst of his rapid career, for the sal- 
vation of his country, made things be over- 
looked, which, in other times, and under 
other administrations, would have created 
considerable alarms; but, at the present 
moment, it becomes parliament, that it will 
not always be indifferent to him. I ownl 
am anxious this night for the co-operation 
of the friends and adherents: of the noble 
viscount, who preceded the present chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, for I must, in 
common with them, commend the accuracy 
of lord Sidmouth’s administration of the 


| 
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finances; he never attempted those dash- 
ing things that are so conspicuous in the 
character of his successor. And I must con- 
fess, that however I may have condemned 
the incapacity of that noble lord as a war 
minister, though he did but little in his 
short administration of the war, his succes- 
sor has done less in a much longer period. 
—The hon. gent. concluded by moving the 
following resolutions. 1.“ That in September 
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spoke to the following effect :—Sir, I do 
not think it necessary to endeavour to fol- 
low the hon. gent. through the variety of 
matter, unconnected with the subject, which 
he has thought proper to introduce. It can- 
not be expected by the house that I should 
do so, since it would be occupying their 
time in discussing affairs with regard to . 
which they are not on the present ocgasion 
called upon for a decision. Least of all, sir, can 


itbe supposed that Ishould follow him, when, 
being then contractors for two loans in the | in bringing forward a specific charge against 
rogress of payment, did represent to the | an individual, he wanders from the question 
right hon. William Pitt and the right | in order to discuss the difierent merits of the 
hon. lord viscount Melville their inability | present and late administrations—the diffe- 
to make good an instalment, falling due on rent merits of lords Melville and St. Vincent 
the gth day of September 1796, on account | in the blockade of the enemy's ports—the 
of the general embarrassments at that time, , degrees of economy of different ministers— 
affecting both public and private credit, and a great many other points, the intro- 
and the particular line of conduct adopted at duction of which can serve no other earthly 
the bank, of limiting their accomodations | purpose but that of wasting the time of the 
in the way of discount.”"—2. “ That the} house. These things I shall abstain from 
right hon. William Pitt being impressed, | for the present. There will be a day soon, 
as stated by him, with the belief of the im- | when, upon the motion of an hon. gent. 
portance and urgent necessity, with a view (Mr. Grey) near him, they will come. in 
to essential public interests, of granting re- | more naturally. Till that time arrives, the 
lief to the said Messrs. Boyd, Benfield, and | house will not expect that I should enter 
Co. for the purposes of making good the | upon these topics, and allow myself to be 
said instalment, and no other means sug- | diverted. by them from the question im- 
gesting themselves by which much public ; mediately before us. On reflection, I am 
mischief might be prevented, and having persuaded that the hon. gent. himself will 
understood from the right hon. lord vis- | think that they might very well have been 
count Melville, the treasurer of the navy, ‘spared. Now, sir, looking at those things 
that the sum of 40,000]., which, together that deserve to be enquired into, .we find the 
with other sums, had been issued from the | hon. gent. talking of the money market, the 
exchequer, and placed to the credit of the | bulls and the bears, the lame ducks, and 
said Jord viscount Melville, at the bank other circumstances connected with’Change- 


1796, Messrs.. Boyd, Benfield, and Co. 


of England, as treasurer, of the navy, for 
navy services, might be spared without in- 
convenience, provided unquestionable secu- 
rities were obtained for the repayment of the 
same, within a short period, did consent to 
the advance of the sum of 40,0001. which had 
been issued for navy services as aforesaid to 
the said house of Boyd, Benfield, andCo.”— 
3. “ That it appears to this house, that 
sufficient securities were produced for the re- 
repayment of the said sum of 40,0001. ; that 
_it was afterwards repaid by instalments, the 
last of which was received in January, 1798; 
and that no interest was paid thereon by the 
said Messrs.. Boyd, Benfield, and Co.”— 
4, “ That no memorandum or entry of any 
kind of the said transaction appears to have 
been preserved, and that no act of indem- 
nity for the persons concerned in such trans- 
action had been obtained.’-—As soon as the 
resolutions were handed up to the chair, 


The Chaneellor of the Exchequer rose aad 


alley, with all which heforsooth is mightily 
displeased. Now, sir, it so happens, that in 
this country, distinguished for its wealth, 
its commerce, and great ‘necessary ex- 
penditure, there must be a money megrket, 
and this I apprehend is not to be accounted 
avery bad thing merely because the hon, 
gent. does not like the phrase. His fasti-. 
dious ear is greatly offended with the coarse 
term ‘‘ money market.” But the question 
is not with respect to the term, but it is, 
whether there shall be in this country public 
and private credit, and if it be decided in the 
affirmative, I trust the house will be of 
opinion that a money market is not so 
disgraceful a thing, though the term has 
given such a rude shock to the delicate 
and critical ear of the hon. gent.—Now, 
sir, to come to the business before us 
more particularly; must,. in the first 
place, shortly advert to the affair of Mr. 


Raikes and myself, though this part is not 
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rendered the foundation of a specific motion. 
The hon. gent.,‘in touching upon this point, 
has very candidly admitted that there is no 
appearance of participation or corrupt in- 
tention on my part. I am glad, sir, of this 
admission, and the more so, as_it prevents 
the necessity of my troubling the house 
with any long discussion of that part of the 
case.’ At the same time I cannot -pass it 
over entirely without congratulating the hon. 
gent. that he has acquired so much new 
light on this subject, which shews him that 
the case does not stand exactly in the same 
situation as he once apprehended. Perhaps 
this may teach him, on any doubtful point 
hereafter, to be more sparing of his insinu- 
ations, and to wait with more patience till 
the whole of the evicence is brought for- 
ward, before he comes to any thing like a 
decision. He will, I trust, learn to reserve 
his judgment prudently and cautiously, con- 
sidering that the result of any investigation 
may possibly turn out very different from 
what he may have at first supposed. There is 
‘nother thing, too, which is not to be alto- 
‘gether left in silence. The hon. gent. has told 
‘us, that he thinks there has been a great deal 
of superfluous discussion about the manner in 
which the communication was made; suppo- 
“sing’no doubt, that if the communication was 
made, the manner is not very material. Bat 
thehon. gent. has surely not attended to this 
‘circumstance sufficiently, otherwise he would 
never have given such an opinion as this, I 
would ask the house, and that hon. gent. 
himself, whether in considering an affair of 
“this nature, a great deal does not depend on 
‘the deliberation with which the communi- 
tation was made, and the character of the 
“person making it. I donot mean his charac- 
ter as to respectability, but the capacity in 
- whieh he: stood and acted, the documents 
that were produced, and a Variety of other 
cireunsstances. It makes, surely; a very 
wide ditference whether a communication is 
resilarly and officially made, or whether it 
be made in some casual or general conversa- 
tion. ‘Lhe degree of weight, the degree of 
precision, and the whole of the cireum- 
-stanees under which the affair happened, 
‘must be taken into account, in forming a 
decision on such a subject as this. It is not 
therefore, sir, immaterial to ascertain whe- 
‘ther Mr. Raikes spoke to meas gavernor of 
“the bank, or merely as a private individual 
whether he spoke at the desire of the 
‘bank, or ot Kis own accord—trom his own 
knowledge, or upon hearsay, The house, 
“sir, are new in pessession of-the evidence on 
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that point, and I hope they will think that I 
have done my duty, though I myself certain. 
ly regret, from what has since happened, ° 
that I did not enquire more particularly into 
the matter suggested by Mr. Raikes. Yet J 
hope the house will be of opinion that under 
all the circumstances of the case much blame 
could not attach to me for not having at that 
time made a more particular inquiry. *This 
leads me to anather general observation, 
which is here too material to be passed over, 
It is this, sir, that when a man is brought 
forward under a charge of this nature, you 
are not to take the circumstances exactly as 
they stand at present, but you are to put 
yourself in his situation, and consider how 
he was to act with the light and in the pre. 
dicament which he then stood. It is to be 
observed that such an explanation was given 
me as appeared to clear up the whole matter 
relative to the communication made to me 
by Mr. Raikes, according to the view which 
I then had of the act of parliament. But 
the hon. gent. has said, that it is singular 
that I should have forgot the «act of parlia- 
ment. Now, if he will again look at the 
report of the committee, he will find that he 
has given an interpretation to my words 
which they will not fairly bear. I-did not 
say, sir, that I had forgot that there was 
such an act of parliament, but that a parti 
cular provision of the act was not under my 
contemplation. I. certainly conceived that 
the withdrawing of the money was not ille- 
gal, when it was only drawn in such sums as 
were said to be necessary to carry-on the de- 
tails of the office. Whether or not that be 
the sense of the act, may be still perhaps a 
matter of doubt, but I do not think it neces- 
sary td consider that point .at present. It 
may hereafter be a proper topic for discus- 
sion, butat this time it is not material. This, 
is all, sir, that I think it necessary to say on 
that part of the hon. gentleman’s speech 
upon which no charge is brought against me. 
The next point, sir, and one on which a spe- 
cilfit charge is made, is the transaction re- 
specting Mr, Jellicoe. On this, I shall cer- 
tainly not troublethe house at any great length. 
But! feel myselfjustified in declaring, thatif the 
thingwas to happen again, under the same cif- 
cumstances precisely, I should certainly act 
as Ihave done before. Iwas, and am per- 
suaded, that it was nothing but the strictest 
justice to lord Melville to grant him the 
discharge required in this instance. The 
treasury board had enough before them to 
convince them of that circumstance, and 


thought themselves of. course bound to act 
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‘according to the view which they, in my 
opinion, with great justness and accuracy, 
entertained of the matter. The grounds, 
sir, on which this opinion rested, are briefly 
these :—Lord Melville did not appoint Mr. 
Jellicoe, but found him an old and confi- 
dential servant of the public, who appeared 
to have acted with great fidelity in the dis- 
charge of his duty fora iy period of time. 
Lord Melville never knew him before, nor 
could he be supposed to entertain any par- 
ticular personal partiality forhim. He af- 
terwards found that, from some degree of 
jmprudence, Mr. Jellicoe was embarrassed 
in his affairs. But, whatever degree of blame 
might attach to Mr. Jellicoe for the parti- 
cular acts which he had committed, yet 
when his long services were considered ; 
when it was considered how he had been 
seduced, the degree of feeling and honest 
agony which he displayed;. nobody, who 
knows lord Melville, and the humane and 
liberal sentiments by which he is actuated, 
could suppose that he would be very forward 
to bear hard on a man in that situation. 
Any unnecessary severity I am sure he could 
not use. But besides this, sir, there was no 
possibility at the time that any thing could 
result from severe measures being pursued, 
but the total ruin of Mr. Jellicoe, at the 
same time that every chance would be taken 
away of having the money repaid. Lord 
Melville, therefore, upon a consideration of 
. the circumstances of the case, determined 
not to act with severity against Mr. Jellicoe, | 
which mode of proceeding conferred a f2- ; 
vour on him, of which perhaps he was not | 
altogether undeserving, and at the same 
time afforded a better chance of having the 
money repaid to the office, and though that 
chance has failed, yet it is impossible on 
that account to think the worse of the trans- 
action, which, under the circumstances, any 
one might be fairly justified in ‘having re- 
course to. Why, then, in this situation, with 
such a case before them, could the lords of 
_ the treasury hesitate a moment whether lord 

Melville should be made personally respon- 
sible for the sum that was lost, or whether 
the writ of privy seal should not be granted 
him to discharge the debt ? They thought, | 
sir, and in my opinion thought justly, that 
under all the circumstances he was fairly 
entitled to his discharge, and it was accord- 
ingly granted. Any further enquiry ap- 
peared to be unnecessary, and the best evi- 
dence to shew that it was unnecessary, is, 
that at this day, after such a long period has 


_ tlapsed, the very same sentiments seem to 
Vat. V, 
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be justifiable with regard to this case. If 
this be true, what more enquiry could be. 
then reckoned necessary? The treasury 
board had a case before them, which they — 
thought amply proved, and they acted ac- 
cordingly ; and I trust the house will be of 
opinion that they acted justly. Now, sir, 
as to the dates of the warrant, and the writ — 
of privy seal to which the hon. gent. has | 
adverted. I must fairly confess, that there 
does appear on the face of them an incon- 
gruity which I am at this moment not able” 
to.explain. Perhaps, sir, it was merely a— 
mistake, perhaps wrong dates were inserted © 
by accident ; or what is more probable, per- 
haps the incongruity arose from a wish to 
save time, and to expedite the writ, with a 
view to have it laid before the treasury board. 

I certainly cannot explain how the incon- 
gtuity of the dates arose in this instance. 
But at the same time it is to be observed, 
that such things are very often done, and, 
in fact, it must be obvious to every petson ia 
the habit of conducting the concerns of any 
great and busy department, that it is im- 
possible that official business can be per- 
formed without sometimes, for the. sake of 
convenience, having recourse to trifling ir- 
regularities of this nature. All this is of less 
inconvenience, because it is impossible thay 
it can be productive of any mischief, at least 
in this instance, for the irregularity cannot _ 
prevent the whole from being as completely 
open to discussion as if no irregularity had _ 
taken place. I therefore trust that the house 
will not be disposed to give more weight to 
this circumstance than it reaily deserves. 
There is, sir, only one other point in this _ 
part of the case to which I wish to advert. © 
The hon. gent. has said, -that, there is ng 
other:instance of any discharge being given 
in this manner by a writ of privy seal. Now 
Isay, that the regular mode of proceeding. 
in cases of this sort is by a writ of privy seah 
from the treasury. Iam not at present en- 
tering upon the merits of the case, but only 
discussing the propriety of the mode of pro+ 
cedure. Now I say, that the case of my 
lord Grenville, mentioned by the hon. gent. 

is strictly analogous to the present. He 
supposes that lord Grenville having obtained 
this money for sectet service, advanced it to — 
some. person abroad, who ran away with it. — 
The fact is, that being issued to the noble 
lord for secret service, he delivered it to 
some person acting under him, and he em- 
bezzledit. It would be extremely hard, in- 
deed, if lord Grenville should be personally 
responsible in this case, and accordingly the 
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_ to concur. 
__ pf lord MeJville is, that he having obtained 
_ the money in -his official capacity entrusted 


Jess to dwell at any length on this subject, 


vestigated by a committee of this hquse, and 
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discharge was granted him, in the propriety 
‘of which proceeding the hon. gent. seems 
Now, the plain fact af the case 


an officer, acting under him, who misap- 
plied it. No two cases could possibly be 
niore similar, though I apprehend that little 
depends upon the exact similarity. How- 
ever, it does happen tliat they are of the same 
nature, and d discharge in the one. case, as 


_ far as the form is concerned, was as proper | 


in the one asin the other. This being the 
short and p'ain statement of the matter, it 
réally does nct appear to me that I need 
trouble the house any longer on this point. 
—Now, sir, I come to the most material 

art of the hon. gentleman’s speech, which 
is that which relates to the 40,0001. lent to 
the house of Boyd and Benfield. Here again, 


sir, I must say, that the hon. gent. has gone 


inito a variety of matters unconnected with 
the subject. _He has dwelt upon different 
transactions, such as the Hamburgh bills, a 
formerJoan, anda great many other things 
that were regularly enquired into by a com- 
mittee of this house, and properly investi- 
gated by them. The hon. gent. supposes 
that the former loan ia 1795 was a close 


Joan. The fact is, that this was an open 


loan ; but another loan of 18 millions was 
wanted in December in the same year, which 


“wes 2 close loan. And why was it close >’ 
Jt was hecause the house of Boyd and Bea- 


field having purchased the former Joan, it 
was contrary to agreement, and inconsistent 
with the public faith, that another open loan 
should be contracted Tor till the instalments 
of the former was paid up. ‘There was an- 
other smaller loan ‘of seven millions and a 
half required in April, 1796, and this was a 
close one for the same reason. The house 
of Boyd and Benfield had the first loan be- 
cause they wete the highest bidders, and 
they had the others because we had no right 
to resort to any other persons. This is the 
real state of the transaction, which the house 
will probably recollect. But, sir, it is need~ 


because it has already been sufficiently in- 


that Committee made a report which pro- 
duced 3 resolution, that, with the cdnsent 
of the house, I shall take the liberty to read, 
Jt appeared there, sir, that I was the first 
who resorted to the method of contracting 
for loans by competition, for the very pur- 
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a practical conclusion. 


ments of conferring favour on any person, 
But when in this instance the practice was 
departed from, there were strong suspicions 
that there was favour in the case, and a great 
clamour was ‘raised on the occasion. ‘The 
strictest scrutiny was therefore instituted in. 
to the affair, and the result was, that the 
house came to the following resolution ;— 
(Here the right hon. gent. read from the’ 


‘journals a resolution of the house to the fol- 


lowing effect: Resolved, that it appéars 
to this house, that the practice of procuring 
loans by open competition, established ‘by- 
the chancellor of the exchequer, has been 
productive of very great advantage to the 
public, but that here it could not be applied 
in consistency with the particular circum- 
stances of the case, and the public fajth 
pledged to individuals.”"—This, sir, was the 
opinion of the house upon a transaction 
which is now conjured up to induce the 
house to think that I was actuated by some 
motives of favour to certain persons, on ac- 
count of their being members of parliament, 
by whom I was at that time supported. I 
trust, however, the house is convinced, that 
I was actuated by no such motives. Why, 


‘then, sir, as to the Hamburgh bills; the hon, 


gent. talks as if there had been something 
peculiarly mysterious in that affair. But 
this too was enquired inte, and found to be 
necessary for the public service. The hon, 
gent. has read resolutions, stating merely the 
fact; but it was a waste of the time of the 
house to enter upon any that did not Jead to 
The only reason for 
resolying upon facts is the practical conclu- 


_ sion to which they may lead. The resolu- 


tions read by the hon. gent. at the time of 
issuing these Hamburgh bills, were designed 
as the groundwork of a strong censure of 
the practice. The question was put on 
these, the yeas went forth—[reading from 
the journals]—tellers, Mr. Jekyll and the 
hon. gent. Mr. Whitbread, with whom 
eight persons concurred jn opinion.—(A 
laugh.) —It is somewhat singular after this, 
that the hea. gent. should again advert to 
these bills. There has been lately an. oc- 
casion when he thought the oplnions of a 
smaller majority of much more consequence. 
Now, sir, the hon. gent. seems to insinuate, 
that this loan was made to the house of 
Boyd and Benfield, as a return for their as- 
sistance with respect to the Hamburch bills, ' 
But what are the facts of the case? They are 
briefly these :—The house of Boyd and Ben- 


ose of rendering it impossible that they feld had contracted for two loans, the 


gould be perverted ‘and made the instru- | of eighteen nitions, in December 17 93, 
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and the other in April 1796, and one of the ' procured at that time, even on good sec- 
instalments was due on the very day in which rity ; and therefore, government was under 


’” the accommodation of the 40,0001. was re- the necessity of accepting those securities, 


guested ; at the time, the house of Boyd and of advancing the sum requiréd. But 
and Benfield were the principal holders of then we are told, that the liduse of Boyd 
these loans. But he said, that they might and Benfield might have sold stock, if they 
“have sold them early, and by that means had any scrip at. that time. If they had 


made a great advantage of them. But the 
_ fact is, that they had not sold them, and that 
_agreat part still remained in their hands. 
~ Under these circumstances, when there was 
an evident distress from what the witnesses 
called a scarcity of money, when no money 
‘could be procured even on good security, 
“when government securities and East-India 


securities could not be turned into money ; 


under these circumstances,. which were 
_ knawn to be facts, they said that they could 


‘not pay the instalment, unless the 40,000). 


which they required was advanced to them, 
sifce no money could be raised on good se- 
curity. It was impossible in such a case to 
_Tefise the accommodation . required without 
thé ‘most serious mischief to the public. 
Now; sir, the evidence of Mr. Drurnmond, 
_ who‘was one of the partners in the house of 
‘Boydand Benfield,’ may have contributed to 
_mislead some.’ When he was first examined, 
he declated that he was uot conscious of any 
embarrassment in the house at that.time, or 
“any extraordinary difficulty in procuring mo- 
ney: . But it afterwards appeared that he 
_mistook the question, which he supposed to 
_Tefer'to the period of the loan in 1795. 
“When the matter was explained to him, he 


_ did distinctly state that the house ‘laboured 


in-1796 under very gréat embarrassment, 
and that it was next to impossible to procure 
-Moneyin any way whatever. But, sir, the 
matter does not rest on his evidence alone. 
‘Itis in the recollection of every person that 
_there did prevaila very great difficulty in the 
money market at that time, that there were 
some apprehensions of an insurrection in 
Treland, and a great run on the northern 
banks, which lead to the necessity of stop- 
ping the cash-payments of the bank of En- 
gland. It is well known, that there was a 


done so, sir, it is well known that they must 
_have done it at a very great disadvantage. 
They must have sold at avery large discount; 
and increased their embarrassments so muclt 
as torender them incurable. But the mis- 
chief would not be confined to themselves 
alone : such quantity of stock brought into 
the market would have occasioned a fall that 
would haye perhaps ruined many of the 
other contractors, who had stock upon their 
hands, and a heavy blow would be given to 
the most considerable mercantile houses. 
The consequence, therefore, of refusing to 
advance the 40,0001. would have been, that 
a new loan must have been contracted for on 
very disadvantageous. terms indeed to the 
public. The nation then must have sus- 
tained by the refusal a far greater loss tlian 
that of the 40,0001., eve supposing that.it 
had been lost, which however could not be, 
since security for the money was lodged in 
the hands of government.” But this, sir, is 
not all. People may perhaps difer as to 
the propriety of giving money to foreign 
courts. But the hon. gent. has admitted, 
that the question here is to be qonsidered 
with a view to the opinions of those who 
were then at the head of affairs. Boyd and 
Benfield were then employed in transmitting 
the loan.te the Emperor of Germany, in 
support of a cause in which we thought that 
the salvation of Europe and of this country 
depended. When disturbances then were 
apprehended in Ireland, when the run took 
place on the-northern banks, which Jed to 
the measure of stopping the payment of 
cash at the bank ; when the affairs of the 
country were in this cvitical situation, wes. 
that a moment when the minister of this 
coentry, who hoped to deserve the confi- 
dence of this house, could suffer any con- 
sideration, any personal responsibili'y to 


Stagnation in commerce; and a committee 


investigated all tNese circumstances, and | stand in the way of a measure on which the 
Contirmed the existence of the facts by their | fate of the country might depend? I know 
“report. But, in addition to this, we have | the candour of the house with which I have 
_the authority of ait hon. gent., a member of | to. do; and I trust they will think that I have 
this house, whose. opinion on this: subject | not deserved censure. Yet, whatever may 
‘Inust be of the greatest weight ; one whom ‘be their opinion, J shall bow with respect 
the house cannot disbelieve, as possessing the | to their decision, But, at the samé tic, 
means of information, having. acted in | no apprehension of any .pénaltys not evert 
the offices of director and governor of the |-the displeasure of this house, which I shoul 


kucws; that money could net reckpa the greatest calamity that could 
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Me, except one, and that is, the remorse of 
~ conscience which I'should feel if I allowed 
any fear of igs danger to deter me 
_ from acting for what I considered the sal- 
vation of my country, could prevent me 
from taking the measures which I did take 
on the’ occasion to which I am adverting. 
These, sir, were the circumstances of the 
case; this was the situation in which I 
' stood, and all are borne out by the histo 
' of that period, which must be in the recol- 
Jection of every one. But the hon. gent.’ 
thinks that I should have made a more par- 
_ ticular enquiry into the circumstances of the 
house of Boyd and Benfield. This, sir, 
~ however, is nothing to his motion in the 
present instance, as he says that the insol- 
“vency of the house might have been pre- 
“vented by other means. However, sir, I 
do not wish to take any advantage of that 
' Circumstance. I know that they were em- 
barrassed at the time. but at the same time 
ho particular enquiry was called for, because 
-Boyd came to me with securities in his 
hand, and it was therefore natural to con- 
‘clude that he was embarrassed, not from a 
failure of effects, but from the peculiar cir- 
 cumstance that money could not be raised 
“upon good securities. This was a notorious 
fact at the time. If he had come to me 
merely with a general assertion of his sol- 


“wency, then I allow that it would have been 
incumbent on me to have examined more 


: particularly. But when on the con he 
‘came with unexceptionable securities, that 
completely altered the case. In such a si- 
tuation, when the safety of the country was 
in various ways connected with the affair ; 
~ when the instalment was to be paid on that 
very day; could I hesitate to grant the ac- 
eommodation which seemed to be called for 
by unavoidable circumstances? What, if I 
had said that I could not grant the request 
immediately ; that I must appoint a com- 
mittee, consisting among others of lord 
Glenbervie, who was so much talked of by 
‘the hon. gent. in order to examine into the 
matters which Boyd and Benfield were so 
desirous to btioeld and by these means de- 
lay relief till the evil became incurable ? 
Would this be a mode of proceeding to be 
‘justified in my situation? The house, I 
trust, will not be of that opinion. He says, 
‘that Emight by a little attention haye dis- 
covered the state of the house of Boyd and 
‘Benfield, and he has adverted to letters from 
the parties. But this sort of recrimination, 
contained. in the letters and ‘printed pam- 
“  “phlets of parties in that situation, are do- 


cuments that can very little be depended 
upon. I at that time thought the house in. 
no danger of insolvency, and it was impos. 
sible I could suppose that there existed any 
reason for an inquiry when good security 
was offered for the money. I have beén 
the more anxious to state this, as the hon, 
gent. seemed to insinuate, that I might have 
favoured the house of Boyd and Benfield in 
particular. Now, it is fortunate for me that 
circumstances came out in evidence before 
the committee that throw some light on the 
transaction. It does appear that Boyd and 
Benfield received the loan under the sanc. 
tion of the bank governors who were pre- 
sent, and if there were any doubts as to the 
solvency of any house I was accustomed to 
take their opinions. One instance in pars 
ticular I recollect of one house, to which, 
on account of some of its connexions, I 
might be supposed partial, if I had ever al- 
lowed partiality to interfere with my duty, 
which was rejected on a doubt of its sol- 
borg’ hating arisen. In the same manner 
the house of Boyd and Benfield would haye 
been rejected had any doubts been enter- 
tained of its solvency, for I trust that no 
circumstance of my life can justify the sup- 

ition. that I would allow favour to any 
individuals to stand in the way of my public 
duty. The opinion of the solvency of Boyd 
and Benfield did not rest on my opinion 
solely. It was only in 1798 that Mr. Thorn. 
ton first entertained some doubts of its- ul 
timate solvency, which he communicated to. 
me in the spring of 1799. If the circum- 
stance was only then for the first time known 
to the governors of the bank, is it surprising 
that it should not have been known to me 
three years before? When Boyd and Ben- 
field stated facts, which I knew to be true, 
and which have shaken the credit of the 
best house in the city, could I be justified in 
refusing an accommodation that might serve 
to prevent so many evils? Under these cir 
cumstances, I shall certainly submit with 
resignation to any penalty which the house 
may think I deserve. I thought myself 
justified in what I did, though I knew that 
it was irregular, but there is no atonement 
to which I would not submit rather than 
abandon the principle by which I was ac- 
tuated; I shall bow to the decision of the 
house, because I am sure that whatever that 
may be, it will be right. If they should 
think that I deserve censure, let it be in- 
flicted ; but while I submit to their resolu- 
tion, I cannot but feel that, under the same 


circumstances, I would again act in the same 
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“done so, I should have completely counter- 


vented me fromn adverting much to the ne- 


manner. T trust, however, that the house 
"will do me justice in the motives by which 
‘J was actuated, and conclude that my con- 
“duct, though nes was both reasonable 

and expedient. hen it is asked why, un- 
te those circumstances I did not immediate- 
ly come to’ parliament and ask for a bill of 
“indemnity ? ‘I must answer, that if I had 


‘acted and defeated ‘the very ose for 
‘which this advance was made. 1 Thad i im- 
mediately thought it necessary to disclose 
‘the whole transaction to parliament and the 
‘country, the disclosure would have done 
‘much more mischief to that commercial 
“house than the accommodation could have 
‘done them service. ‘I believe it must be ap- 
rent'to every gentleman in the house, that 
ihe disclosure could not have been made 
‘with any Serre of honour, propriety, or 
“delicacy, so long as that house supported a 
“flourishin reputation, and its solvency had 
‘not been Joubted: But when did the failure 
‘of Boyd and Benfield take place? It was not 
‘until the end of the year 1799, or the be- 
ginning of the year 1800, which was three 
rs after the accommodation had been so 
inted. If for the three years preceding 
‘their failure, it would have been improper 
“to make any such disclosure, gentlemen 1 need 
‘not be any way surprised if in the year their 
‘failure took’place, the many important and 
“unprecedented events which took place pre- 
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| declare, that this loan, on account its 
being secret, was a most dan; etous prece 
dent. Now, Ia am quite at’ a ‘ioe to Know 
why a thing is to bea dangerous ‘precedent, 
because it is a secret ; and how it is to bea 
bad example, ‘because it is not known! I 
am not now meaning to defend an violation 
of the law, if kept a secret ; but think it 
most strange to say, that by béing a secret 
it is therefore a bad example. I should rz 
ther have thought, that it was those cri 
and violations of the law which aré iby 
and not those which are not, that form bad 
precedents and bad examples. This is really, 
‘as I consider, the fair } mI state of the ques- 
tion : it is now fully before the consideration 
of the house, and it is for them to determin 
upon it as they think fit. © 

Mr. Henry Lascelles commenced his 
speech with observing, that it would ill be- 
come him, after what the house 
stated, with infinite ability, by the right hon. 
gent. (the chancellor of the exchequer) be- 
low him, to go at large‘into the question. 
In taking up the time of the house, he was 
not sanguine enough to hope that ‘he should 
afford them any additional satisfaction ; but 
having sat every day upon that committee, 
having given all the attention’ in his 
power to what had passed there, ‘he thought 
it incumbent on him to give notice, on ‘a 
former evening, that he would propose 
counter-resolutions to any motion of censu: “ 
which the hon. member on the opposite sid 


cessity of getting an act of indemnity re- 
cting this transaction. ‘The truth is, the | 
“circumstance did not present ‘itself to my 
‘mind with such force as to maké me deli- 
‘berate at all about it. The hon. gent. seems 
“to suppose, that I ought to have felt such | 
‘compunction ef conscience, such stings of 
‘remorse, about this-40,0001. as should “have 
‘pressed me not to lise a day, or an hour, in 
tting this act of indemnity. I assure the 
gent. I have none of those feelings 
“of remorse that he seems to suppose I 
‘ought to entertain. I know that for my 
share in that transaction I am responsible : 


os “that I have been in some degree irregular, I 


am free to confess; but whether that viola- 
tion of law was nat ‘strictly justifiable by the 
: rs circumstances of the case; whe- 
“ther I deserve much blame for not ‘having 


sooner applied for a bill of indemnity ; are 


‘questions which I have now to submit to 
the candid consideration of the house.—Be- 
fore I sit down, I must take notice of the 


_ spirit of the resolution moved by the hon. 


‘gent. The object of this resolution is to 


might think proper to bring forward ditt 
the right hon. gent. below him. It, how- 
Fate: afforded him much satisfaction to see 
ss hon. gent. who brought forward the re- 
solutions this night, assume a tone.and man- 
nér ‘so different to that which he manifested 
when he first mentioned his intention’ of 
inculpating the right hon. gent. below him. 
From all that he had then declared, he con- 
cluded, that he had determined to bring for- 
ward a resolution of direct and unqualifie 
censure against the right hon. gent., who 
he seemed to wish to implicate in the mis- 
conduct which had lately engaged so much 
of the attention of that house. .On a for- 
mer night, when a motion of censure was 
carried against the violation of an act of 
parliament, and that it was voted a high 
breach of duty, he recollected that 
gentlemen on the other side of the house, , 
‘endeavoured to extend that censure to. the 
right hon. gent., and loudly exclaimed, that 
the country was governed by a ** disgraced 
administration.” Some of those gentlemen 
[ae since an opportunity of convincing them- 
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selves that the epithet was ill applied, and| prevent that application, he was persuaded 
he was happy to see them adopt a tone and| they would see no great cause for cep. 
manner, suited to the evidence which ap- | suring the negligence of the right hon. gent, 
peared before that committee, of which they | in that respect. The hon. member, who 
were such distinguished members. The | moved the resolutions, thought there would 
hon, member who opened the debate was | be no great difference of opinion. as to the 
the leading member of that committee; he | resolutions. “In that he could not concur 
alled for what. evidence he pleased, exa-| with him. He.could not agree with him 
“mined them as. he liked, no obstacle was |as to his mode of stating the facts ; and 
thrown in his way, all the documents on | in the last resolution he did not think there 
the table were produced by his ingenuity and | was that positive expression of the exigency 
_assiduity ; and it was not unfair to presume, | of the country, at that period, which, to 
that the moderate tone of the resolutions | the knowledge, he believed, of every map 
he brought forward, was, the effect. of the | in the house, existed to a very great degree, 
_close and scrutimizing investigation which he | He would, therefore, move an amend- 
had made into the conduct of the right hon. |‘ment, by .proposing to put the previous 
- gent. in certain parts of the matters referred | question on all the resolutions but. the last, 
_ to that committee. There were three dis-|in the place of which, with the leave of 
tinct facts which were the foundation of the | the house, he would substitute one he hg 
resolutions. The communication made to| prepared. The hon member then read the 
the chancellor of the exchequer by Mr. | resolution, which was in substance, ‘‘ That 
' Raikes, the conduct of the treasury in the | the advance of a loan of forty thousand 
affair of Jellicoe, and the accommodation { pounds to the house of Boyd and Co. thom 
- afforded to the house of Boyd and Co. As | not strictly conformable to law, was highly 
to the first point, it was comparatively of | expedient in the existing circumstances, 
small importance, and therefore he should | and attended with the most beneficial ef 
not take up the time of the house with any | fects.”——On the question being put, ; 
observations on it. As to the conduct of the| The Chancellor of the Exchequer rose, 
_tteasury with respect to the due from | just to make asingle observation. He wish- 
Jellicoe, he did not think that negligence | ed to know whether this wasa case in which 
_ was to be imputed to the right hon. gent.|it would be proper for him to withdraw. 
The customary orders for enforcing payment | The resolutions proposed contained nothing 
had been issued as soon as the defalcation | of a criminating nature, and the hon. gent. 
‘was discovered, and it was not to be ex-| who proposed them had disclaimed any in- 
pected that a minister, superintending the | tention of moving them with a view to cri- 
Iost. important interests of the country, | minate him. But upon referring to a former 


could have leisure or opportunity for the 


_ consideration of such trifling details. The 


accommodation afforded to Boyd and Co. 


case, when resolutions of a criminating ten- 
dency had been proposed, he observed an 
entry made, that the member, after conclud- 


“was not only justifiable, but meritorious in| ing what he had to say in his defence, then 

a great degree. Aj] the evidences agree as| withdrew. It was for the house to determine, 
to the distress which prevailed-among com-| whether the present was a case in which 
mercial men at that period, arising from|he should adopt a similar course.—(A ge 
. the scarcity of money, the impossibility of| neral cry of no, no.) . . f 
‘rendering securities of any kind available,| The Speaker stated, that it would be for 
“and the ruin then impending over, and] the house in its wisdom to decide ; but 4s 
which shortly afterwards did fall upon some | the resolutions were not of a criminating 
of the most respectable commercial establish- | nature, it was his opinion that the case 
‘ments. At such a crisis couid the hon.| was not such as to require the right hon. 
_ gent. have acted otherwise towards a house | member to withdraw. ay 
’ so intimately -connected with the govern-| Mr. Fox said, in reference to the obser 
“ment, using, as they did, the precaution to} yation of the right hon. gent., it was ul 
“to take ample security for the accommoda- | doubtedly for himself to consider whether it 
‘tion they extended to that house? . But the| would be proper to retire. But it did not 
Tight hon. gent. was censured for not having | appear to. his mind that there was any thing 
‘applied for a bill of indemaity: that cer-|in the resolutions proposed by his how, 
“tainly weuld have been more regular. Let, | friend of such a criminating nature, with 
‘however, gentlemsn call to recollection the| respect to the right hon, gent., as to bring 

Srent circumstances which occurred ta} his case within the yrecedent clluded 
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Before he entered into the subject of the 


debate, he beeged leave to advert to what 
had fallen from the hon. gent. under the 

léry (Mr. Lascelles). That hon. gent. 
had stated that his hon. friend had materially 
altered his tone since. the first time this 
transaction’ was brought under the view of 
the house, and the hon. gent. took occasion 
to repeat some words that were used by him 
(Mr. Fox) at the close of thedebate on the Sth 
of April. Certainly, he did say at that time, 
after the resolutions which the house had 

ed, that the country was then under a 
« disgraced administration,” and he ex- 
pressed his hope and wish, that, while in 
that situation, no public business should be 
proceeded upon. But then this observation 
applied to lord Melville, who, notwithstand- 
ing the criminating vote of that house, 
formed an essential part of the administra- 
tion. Ifthe hon. gent. meant to insinuate 
that the right hon. gent., whose conduct 
was now the subject of debate, was con- 
demned before he was heard, or before any 
enquiry into his conduct took place, he 
could assure the hon. gent. that, with re- 
spect to him, the insinuation was totally un- 
founded ;. or, if he would infer that any 
such disposition at all existed, he begged for 
himself to be excused from the interence. 
Neither he nor his hon. friend, the mover 
of the resolution before the house, ever did, 
in any speech, directly ‘or indirectly, in- 
smuate what would be the result of the 
enquiry before the select committee. Tn- 
deed, in point of fact, none of the gentle- 
men on his side of the house ever did hint 
that the right hon. gent. was at all involved 
in the misconduct of lord Melville. The 
cannection first appeared from the state- 
ment of the right hon. gent. himself, with 
respect to the 40,0001. ; and undoubtedly 
from that moment the right hon. gent. was 
justly said to be implicated in ‘the’ delin- 
quency of violating the law. But he never 
was considered to be criminal in any degree 
beyond that which his own avowal naturally 
implied. And he assured the right -hon. 
gerit. that he should feel as sincerely sorry 
asany man in that house ‘if it had appear- 
‘ed, from the result of the enquiry, that the 


fight, hon. gent. was guilty to the same de- 


gtee as lord Melville. However much he 
might have differed from the right hon. 


gent. in.the course of his political life ;- 


however he might have thought his gene- 
tal conduct deserving of blame however 
he might think him blameable in’ this 
yet he should have felt* uneacy 
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and unhappy had it turned out, after the 
high station which the right hor. gent. had 
so long held — after the opposition even 
which he hiniself had felt it his duty to 


give him, that the right hon.’ gent. was 


personally corrupt. For himself, he could 


declare, that he never entertained such an 
opinion of liim, and he was happy that 
the result of the enquiry did not justify the 
adoption of even a sentiment of ‘suspicion 
on that ground. Although he had frequently 
condemned ‘the public conduct of the right 
hon, gent. ; although he-had on many oc- 
casions uttered sent. ents respecting him 
which he’ should have felt’ it treason against 
his country and his conscience to suppress, 
still he nevet expressed a suspicion that the 
right hon. gent. was capable of personal 
corruption, nor did he ever entertain such 
a suspicion. However he might charge hihy 
with that species of corruption that attached 
to general neglect of duty, his mind entirely 
acquitted the right hon. gent. of that kind 
of sordid corruption alluded to by the hon. 
gent. under the gallery.—But yet in the case 
under the consideration of the house, another 
question arose. The right hon. gent. ap- 
peared to him, on the first mention of the 
transaction, with regard to lord Melville, 
not to have paid a proper deference and at- 
tention to law, when he was informed of its 
viols‘ion by Mr.tRaikes. When informa- 
tion of that nature was’ communicated to 
him -by any person whatever holding that 
office, which in foreign countries, is déno- 
minated “ superintendant of the finances,” 
it was justly thought incumbent on him to 
have instituted an enquiry into the Ctir- 
cumstances, and to have put a stop to'the 
evil complained of. From the report of the 


committee it appeared that‘ the right hon. . 


gent. hiad made enquiry, ‘and however un- 
willing he might feel to aggravate tlie case 
of Jord Melville, who was now ordered for 


trial, he could not help observing, that he» 


did not think it possible that’ such an‘an- 
swer could have been given, to such ‘en- 
quiry. The right hon. gentleman’s reliance 
on that answer, from the nature of the 
situation held ‘by lord Melville, and the 
connection subsisting between him and the 
right hon. gent., could not fairly be made 
the ground of censure, althouzh the neg- 


lecting to investigate the business farther, — 


betrayed rather a want of diligence. But 


the circumstance, however, of the right 
hon. gentleman's giving credit to 
statement of lord Meiville, although ya. 
matter of regret, was not a just founda- 
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tpn fot blame. No, but if the evidence on 
e table was correct, as he had no doubt 
that it was, for it stood uncontradicted by any 
thing that came‘ from lord Melville him- 
self when before the house, the guilt of the 
noble Jord was in an inverse ratio to that of 
the right hon. gent.. Without entering into 
the question, whether, if the amount of the 


transfers. from the bank to the house of 


essts. Coutts, was bona fide for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the ‘* details of office,” 
such transfers would have involved a vio- 


lation of the act, as was his own opinion, 


there _be no question that, the. 


transfers. that, were actually made were 


‘ 


contrary, to its spirit and letter —But how- 


eyer the right hon. gent. might stand. in this 


part of the subject, from his excusable con- 


fidence in the word of lord Melville, he 
was vety differently circumstanced with re- 
spect. to the case of Jellicoe. Lord Mel- 
ille’s tenderness to thatman might form, 
on the score of humanity and justice, some 
claim to the consideration of the lords of the 
treasury. But the complaint was, that the 
noble Jord did, in his endeavour to obtain 
the writ of privy seal, state that which was 


- mot fact, and that the treasury board did act 


on misrepresentation without enquiry. Lord 
Melville, it appeared, stated in his memorial 
that Jellicoe’s debt was contracted before he 
entered into office, whereas the fact was, 
that much the greater part of it accrued after 
he became treasurer of the navy ; and still 
more, that, afier the indiscretion and debt 
of Jellicoe was communicated ‘to lord Mel- 
ville, he continued to trust him. Now 
there was this marked difference between 
the case of a noble friend of his (lord Gren- 
ville), for whom it was impossible for him 
to feel any other sentiment than that of 
respect, and the case of Jellicoe, to which 
the right hon. gent. professed to consider it 
quite analogous, that lord Grenville, after 
the money was embezzeled, reposed no far- 
( the person whowas guilty, 
and made no false statement ; while, in the 
instance of lord Melville, the conduct pur- 
sued was directly the reverse. The blame 
then which attached to the right hon. gent. 
in the case of Jellicoe consisted in this, that 
he granted lord Melville an acquittance 
upon false grounds, and in an unprecedented 
manner, for a debt due to the public, Now, 
as to the 40,000]. lent to Mr. Boyd, he 
considered this transaction contrary, not 


- otily to statute law, but to the spirit of the 


astitution, and the principles of com- 
mon sense, Nay, more, there were on the 


journals several resolutions expressly cons, 
demning the misappropriation of naval mio. 
ney. Every man, therefore, must be awate 
of the impropriety of such a practice. In, 
deed he was one of those. who always 
thought that the law should not be dis. 
pensed with by any power, unless where. 
the necessity was so urgent, that to abstain 
from such dispensation, would be 4 higher 
breach of duty than the violation of the, 
law itself would. involve. The question theg, 
was, whether the case of Boyd, was such 
aayo justify a deviation from the general rule): 
Vhen first the reason of this loan: wag 
stated, it really struck him with surprise, 
It appeared a most extraordinary transac. 
tion. What! that the credit of the go. 
vernment should be supposed to depend 
on aloan of 40,0001. If the government 
really stood in such a situation, which was 
to be collected from the general arguments 
of the right hon. gent., when he stated asa 
reason for avoiding enquiry, that if any de. 
lay took place, the evil might become reme- 
diless, then much as was generally said. 
about delicacy of commercial credit, publi¢ 
credit was still more delicate. The right 
hon. gent. had stated that Boyd could not 
obtain money in the market for the secu- 
rities he produeed to government, “ in, 
consequence of the scarcity of cash, and the 
general embarrassment that then prevailed,” 
and yet, strange to tell, it was not above 
three weeks afterwards, when his majesty, 
in a speech from the throne, congratulated 
the country on the prosperous state of its 
manufactures, commerce, and rapidly grow- 
ing wealth. .The precedent of such a loan 
was most alarmingly mischievous, and must, 
if suffered to be acted upon, establish a de- 
gree of arbitrary power in a minister.— 
What! if it should be understood that a 
minister shall have the discretion of adyan- 
cing the public money to merchants, for 
their accommodation, upon any conception 
that he might form of their necessity, or to 
prevent any possible evil that his extravagant 
fancy might suppose, could there be am 
security for our freedom ? How lia 
would such practices be to interfere w th 
the purity of that house, and even with the 


_ independence of the mercantile world. For, 


it would be very unlikely that any merchant, 
independent of ministers, would participate 
of such accommodations. There were’ many 
failures of great mercantile houses in the 
city at the time Boyd received this aid, and’ 
upon what principle should aid be granted to. 
one house, and refused to another? If 
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/would remain a secret. 


#17) 
were really necessary to lend the public 


money, why not apply to parliament. for | 


“ jts-concurrence, as in the ease of the West- 
India merchants some yearsago? Nothing 


ofthe kind should be done without an act ; 


of parliament: the consequence of per- 
mitting it must be obvious.: It was very 
justly asked, if the right hon. gent. felt 
the necessity of the case to be so strong, 


that he was confident of justification, why | 


did he not apply to parliament for an 
act of indemnity ? but the right hon. gent. 
gaid, he could not at the time the loan was 
made, without a disclosure, that must de- 
feat the object in view. This was an argu- 
ment, however, that did not avail after the 
temporary embarrassment of Boyd's house 
had ceased, when they had become so flou- 
rishing as to be entrusted by government 
‘with a large sum of money to be remitted to 
the Cape of Good Hope. It would have 
been no disgrace to Boyd’s house to reveal 
the circumstances of the loan at that time. 
But after the total failure of the house no 
motive of delicacy could be pretended to 
exist. In the part of the right hon. gentle- 
man’s speech which referred to this point, 
he could not-help observing, that there was 
much to complain of and even to deplore. 
‘The right hon. gent. declared, that he felt 
no compunction for the act. There was 


really something very extraordinary in the’ 


-declaration—that a minister who violated a 
Jaw for purposes of private expediency felt 
no burthen on his conscience—that he who 
was entrusted with a principal office in the 
execution of the law, should reflect, without 
pain, on a gross breach of provisions. The 
‘thing was. not, as his hon. friend (Mr. 
Whitbread) had truly stated, to be heard 
without surprise and indignation in any 
government of law, but particularly in this 
country. The right hon. gent. had stated, 
atone time, that when the bankruptcy took 
place the act of indemnity did not occur to 
bin. But why did it not occur to him ? 
If the right hon. gent. were not in the 
habit-of making such use of the public 
money, which he was not inclined to be- 
lieve, and that this was the only case that 
had been detected, one would naturally sup- 
pose that the indemnity should have occur- 
red to him, and it was a bad symptom of 
his government that he was not anxious to 


obtain it. But it might be said that he 


considered the application to parliament 
unnecessary, as he hoped the transaction 

In this hope, if 
-the right hon. gent. entertained it, he had 
- Von. V, 
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‘been disappointed, and he trusted that this 
would serve as an example that the trans- 
gression of the law was not likely to remain 
asecret; for afternine years concealment, the 
malversation before the house was brought 
to light. Indeed, the misappropriation of 
the public money, was a thing that was 
never known to have escaped detection, 
at some time or other. With the excep- 
tion of the 20,000]. mentioned by lord Mel- 
ville a few nights since, that was a case 
perfectly sui generis. But the fact was, 
that the loan of the 40,0001. being known 
to many persons, was not likely to remain 
a secret, and as a secret precedent might 
operate considerable mischief. For what 
might be the consequence on a-successor of 
the right hon. gent., who, from his ex- 
ample, might be induced to make similar 
loans. Such a successor might be told, 
** there, Mr. Pitt, who was represented by 
his friends, and admitted by his enemies, 
to be perfectly free from personal corrup- 
tion, lent 40,0001. of the pubiic money to 
accommodate an individual, how can you 
hesitate to do the same?’ So much as to 
precedents in secresy, which really might 
be more dangerous than public precedents. 
However, the idea respecting money did 
not apply to the resolution before the house, 
for, aithough this act was secret before, 
it was now become a matter of publicity ; , 
and, therefore, some proceeding to guard 
against the operation of such a precedent 
ought to be adopted.—In considering the 
course that ought to be adopted on this 
occasion, it was his desire to distinguish 
the motive from the act. He had already 
said, that he acquitted the right hon. gent. 
of any degree of personal corruption. and 
of course did not mean to impeach his 
motive in this transaction, but his object 
‘was to provide against such an act growing 
into a precedent; and he really thought 
that in candour the right hgn. gent. himself 
would- admit the propriety of such a pro- 
vision. If the house should proceed beyond 
that; if any censure should be pronounced, 
it was his wish that such censure should 
be as mild as words could convey ; for no- 
thing appeared to him more essential in 
moral jnstice than to keep a marked line 
of distinction between the different degrees 
of delinquency -in the distribution of pr- 
nishment ; that crimes of high enormity 
should not be confounded with those to 
which but a slight degree’ of-blame was 
attributable.. It was, in his judgment,’ as 


se to apply severe censure to a slight 
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‘delinquency, as to suffer a flagrant offender | 


to escape with impunity. He particularly 
wished, that under existing circumstances, 
the house should keep in view the distinc- 
tion he alluded to. It was far from his 
intention, or that of his hon. friend, to 
‘follow the course of those proceedings 
from any thing like party feelings. He 
trusted that the -house and the country 
“would do justice to the motives that ac- 
‘tuated their prosecution of great delinquency, 
-and separate these motives altogether from 
any thing like party animosity —With re- 
spect to the different modes of proceed- 
ing recommended in this case, the hon. 
‘gent. declared that, if his hon. friend’s pro- 
‘positions should not be adopted, he would 
prefer a bill of indemnity, in the preamble 
‘to which the sense of the house might be 
so fully and strongly expressed so as to guard 
‘against the precedent complained of. 
Mr. H. Lascelles observed, that if the 
house adopted his resolution, a bill of in- 
‘demnity might afterwards be brought in upon 
that resolution. 
Lord Castlereagh did not wish, nor feel 
it necessary to argue the general question 
at any Jength, conceiving that on the ge- 
-neral view of the subject, there was no 
material difference of opinion, that might 
not easily be accommodaied. He acknow- 
Jedged the candour and moderation in which 
the original resolutions had been brought 
‘forward by the hon. mover, and also the 
‘hon. member who supported his motion ; 
‘and was sure it must be satisfactory to the 
‘house, as well as to his right hon. friend, 
who had also acknowledged it. The only 
difference between the motion proposed by 
the hon. gent. who introduced the debate, 
and that of his hon. friend behind him 
(Mr. Lascelles) was, the former did not 
so fully state the facts, nor recognise the 
“necessity upon which: the act was done. 
"He thought the motion. proposed by his 
-hon.' friend much more to the purpose, 


’ ‘and that coupled with a bill of indemnity, 


and a few words in amendment, stating, 
that the instance should not be drawn ‘into 
precedent, it would meet the object of both 
sides of the house. 
Mr. Rose vindicated the conduct of lord 
* Melville and the lords of the treasery, on 
the subject of Mr. Jellicoe’s arrear, and 
~ stated that Mr. Jellicoe had not been origi- 
‘nally employed by lord Melville, nor had 
his arrear accrued under his-immediate ad- 
ministration in that department; and that the 
| whole of bis property had been sold under 
an extent towards making good hisdeficiency. 


Lord Glenbervie said, the statement made 
in the report of the committee, of the eyj- 
dence he gave, was erroneous. He did not 
say he was present as‘a lord of the trea. 
sury, whert the warrant was issued, to in. 
demnify lord Melville for Jellicoe’s arrear, 
If he had been, he should most probably 
have agreed to it without examination ; but 
he was not for some time in the habit of 
attending that board, being employed moré 
adyantageously elsewhere for the public 
service. 

Mr. Sheridan rose to ask a question, in 
order to save the time of the house ; a 
upon the answer he should receive would 
depend whether he should think it neces. 
sary to debate the question at greater length, 
The question was, whether it was intended 
to ground a bill of indemnity upon the re- 
solution announced by the hon. gent. ? 

Mr. Lascelles. thought he had explain. 
ed his idea, that the house had it in its 
option to pass a bill of indemnity, if it 
thought necessary. He himself thought the 
resolution sufficient ; but if it was the sense 
of the house, he should have no objection 
to move for leave to bring in a bill of in- 
demnity, founded'upon his proposed reso- 
lution. 

Mr. Grey could not agree to the wording 
of the resolution proposed by the hon. gent, 
because he could not consent to record 
the approval of an act, which, however 
warranted by circumstances, . or deserving 
of indemnity, was a violation of the law, 
What he should propose then, instead of 
the resolution moved by his hon. friend, 
was merely a resolution, that the sum 
of 40,000]. had been issued by the lords 
of the treasury, for a purpose which ap- 
peared to them, at the time, necessary fo 
avert a great injury to public credit; and 
then, upon that ground, without express 
ing any approbation or censure, to move 
for leave to bring in a bill of indem- 
nity, 

‘Mr. §. Thornton liked the resolution as 
proposed by his hon. friend below him 
(Mr. Lascelies), but did not think . the in- 
sertion of the words, ‘* not to be brought 
into precedent,’ necessary. He did not 
think such an event likely.again to oceuf, 
The advance to the house of Boyd and Co. 
at the time, he thought. was critically and 
indispensably made; if it was considered 
that the house was at that time agent fora 
Joan of four millions to the. emperor of 
Germany, and that it was pledged to paya 
dividend. of 187,000]. in weeks after: 


wards ; any failure in gither of which ens 
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‘gagements would haye been attended with 
ruin to their house, and very serious con- 

uences to our affairs on the continent. 
He said also, the testimony given by Mr. 

Raikes on this subject was only founded 
on report, and certainly extra official ; and 
‘without meaning at all to implicate the 

veracity of that gentleman’s statement, of 
acommunication made by him to four of 
the directors, he could state, from authority, 
that not one of those four gentlemen re- 
memered a word of such communication. 

_ Mr. Dillon thought the difference between 
the resolutions proposed on both sides of 
the house so trivial, as to be very easily 
- reconciled, aud produce the unanimity so 
desirable. 

Mr. Canning thought, that in any re- 
solution adopted by the house, two things 
should be done ; one to characterise the act 
itself ; the other, to guard against its being 
in future drawn into precedent. The latter 
of those would be done by the resolution 
proposed by the hon. member behind him 
(Mr. Lascelles), and from the character 
given in the same resolution, of the act 
itself, he would not depart an inch. 

Mr. Windham thought it an unfair return 
for the moderation and candour admitted by 
gentlemen on the other side to have been 
exhibited by the hon. mover, and by his 
hon. friend (Mr. Fox), to force them to 
seem to approve of what they had net in- 
vestigated. He thought the resolution of 
his hon. friend (Mr Whitbread) the only 
thing the house ought to vote at present ; 
the substance of which was, that the con- 
~ duct to which he referred being against law, 
as it was admitted to be, onght not to be 
drawn into precedent. 
to give any opinion on the expediency of 
the measure, because, without a great deal 
of enquiry, the house could not be suificient- 
Jy intormed to make up an opinion. 

The Attorney General paid many hand- 
some compliments to gentlemen on the 
other side for their candour and moderation 
upon this subject, but observed, that they 
should not place the minister in a worse si- 
tuation by their candour, than they could 
have done by their utmost hostility. Had 
they attacked him hostilely, they would have 
put him on his defence, and then it was ma- 
nifest that the house would have agreed that 
his conduct, although against a positive law, 
and, therefore, not. to be drawn into a pre- 
cedent, was yet, under all the circumstances 
of the case, not only justifiable, but highly 
Meritorious. Gentlemen now asked the 
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latter part of the. proposed resolution to be 
left out, which was endeavouring by their 
candour to place the minister in a worse 
situation than they could have been able to 
do by their hostility: for which reason he 
supported the proposition of the hon. gent. 
(Mr. Lascelles) which, at the same time 
that it provided the case should not be drawn 
into a precedent,. yet gave it the true cha- 
racter it bore, namely, a measure justified by 
the necessity of it. ; 

Mr. Fox, in answer, thought the imputa- 
tion upon his candour was ill-timed. He 


‘never said: that the act was positively right. 


He only admitted that, though wrong, it 
might have been done with a good intent. 

The Attorney General, in reply, observed, 
that the candour of the hon. gent. would 
have the effect of hostility ; but he had not 
charged the hon. gent. with meaning it _ 
should have that operation. 

Mr. William Smith arose, amidst a loud 
cry for the question. He considered the 
evidence in jystification of the chancellor of 
‘the exchequer as defective, as it did. not 
shew that the house of Boyd had attempted 
to sell out their scrip in small portions, 
which might have been done without de- 
preciating the article, and also because Mr. 
Pitt was content with the mere word of Mr. 
Boyd, and made no enquiry into the necessity 
of the case. 

Mr. H. Lascelles said, as the sense of the 
house seemed to be in favour of a bill of 
indemnity, he had no objection to such a 
course. He then read his resolution, which 
he proposed as the preamble of such bill, 
with the proposed amendment of lord Castle- 
reagh, stating, that the act, though not con- 
formable with law, and, as such, not to be 
drawn into precedent, was justified by the 
peculiar exigencies of the times. 

Mr. Wilterforce was decidedly for the bill 
of indemnity, as the best recognition the 
house could adopt, of a transaction so ex- 
traordinary ; which; though warranted by 
the necessity of the case, and justified the 
purity of his right hon. friend’s intentions, 
wes nevertheless contrary to law, and could 
not be sufficiently recognized by a mere re- 
solution. But he was against using’ the 
words ‘* not to be again drawn into pre- 
cedent ;” for certainly a similar necessity 
would justify a similar transaction, subject, 
however, to the cognizance of parliament. 
He approved of bills of indemnity. wherever 
any breach of law was committed, and he 
preferred it in the present instance to a vote 
of that house, the more particularly, because 
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he thought it proper, their being so many 

fmereantile mén in that house, and this be- 

ing a mercantile question, that it should 

receive the sanction of the other house of 
wment. 

The Master of the Rolls said, if the house 
thought the act justifiable, it was wrong to 
say it should not be drawn into precedent ; 
and if it were not justifiable, it ought to be 
tmarked with censure. A billof indemnity, 
in the present case, he conceived to be a 
matter of indifference, if not a work of 
supererogation. 

td Castlereagh did not think that the 
words ‘* not to be drawn into precedent,” 
would operate as a restriction upon future 
‘ministers. He approved of the resolution 
of Mr. Lascelles, with a bill of indemnity. 
He said, the ameridment had been thrown 
in in compliance with the suggestion of the 
hon. gent. opposite. But as it was objected 
to, he should withdraw it. 

Mr. Bond was favourable to the bill of 
indemnity, because an act of parliament had 
been violated; and however justifiable the 
motive, he thought nothing but an act of 
parliament would do away the transgres- 
sion, 

- Colonel Hutchinson arose, but the demand 
for the question, for some time, loud, now 
80 much increased as to prevent his progress. 
» he 


At length, raising his voice very hi 
said, I will go on; if gentlemen think they 
wil] put me down in this way, they do not 
know the individual whom they attack. No 
- gentleman, in or out of this house, shall treat 


me in a manner IJ do not deserve. If I am 
disorderly, let any gentleman arise, and 
shew mein what respect I am so.—The 
hon. member then proceecied to state, 
the resolution of Mr. Lascelles implied a 
strong approbation of the act; whereas, he 
thought, that the conduct of Mr. Pitt, in 
not disclosing it immediately, ought not to 
go down with applause ; and, therefore, he 
should support the original motion. The 
house became clamorous for the question be- 
fore the hon: member sat down. 

Mr. Whitbread in reply alluded to what 
had fallen from the attorney general, who 
disliked candour ‘and hated mercy, on the 
candid and moderate speech of his hon. 
friend (Mr. Fox), and on the resolution ex- 
pressed by another right hon. gent. (Mr. 
Canning), not to yield an inch, while gen- 
tlemen on that side of the house were wil- 
ling to yield so far. The noble lord, too, 
who had seemed so concious of the spirit of 

moderation displayed on that side of the 
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house, and who, under that impression pros 

posed a few words which he thought would 

be acceptable to them, had repented of hig 

condescension, and withdrawn his amend. 

ment. They did not wish, he presumed, 

that any thing like agreement should seem . 
to prevail; or, they were probably afraid, 

that he and his friends, from finding them: 

selves so often in a majority, should grow 

too frisky, and therefore wished to drive 
them to a division on a question in which 

they would be left in a great minority. He 

should not, however, decline what he thought 

his duty from any consideration of the kind, 

He had acted with his friends near him 

when very few in number, and they had, 

on every occasion where their duty required 

it, opposed the right hon. gent. In the 

course of that opposition, he had found that 

steady adherence to principle and to the in- 

terests of the country would, in time, com- 

mand success. He must, therefore, as the 

hon. gentlemen would not allow him to — 
agree with them, insist on his own motion, 
He was happy, however, at all events, in 
thinking that his agitating the question would 
have the effect of getting a bill of indemnity 
introduced.—The question being loudly 
called for, the gallery was cleared ; but no 
division took place. The previous question 
was put on each of Mr. Whitbread’s reso- 
lutions, and carried ; after which the follow- 
ing resolution, which had been moved by 
way of amendment by Mr. Lascelles, was 
agreed to.—‘* Resolved, that the measure 
of advancing 40,000]. to Messrs. Boyd and 
Co. upon unquestionable securities, which 
have been regularly discharged, was adopted 
for the purpose of averting consequences 
which might have proved highly injurious to 
the financial and commercial interests of the 
country ; and, although not conformable to 
law, appeared at the time to be called for by 
the peculiar exigencies of public affairs.”— 
Mr. Lascelles ierwears obtained leave to 
bring in a bill of indemnity for the above 
transaction.— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, June 17. 


{Mixvtes.]—The bills upon the table 
were forwarded in their respective stages; 
after which their lordships adjourned during 
pleasure. Afjer.a short interval, the house 
was resumed, when Mr. Alexander. brought 
up from the commons the Irish Paper Duty 
bill, the Offenders’ Amendment bill, the 


British and Irish Militia Pay and Clothing 
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pills, and the Lottery bills——It was ordered, 
on the motion of the lord chancellor, that 
his majesty’s judges be desired to attend on 
to-morrow se’nnight, in order to deliver 


their opinions respecting the case of Thel- } 


lussons and Woodfords. 

[ConpuctT or Jupce Fox.}—Lord Auck- 
land rose, pursuant to his notice, to bring 
forward his motion respecting the case of 
the above judicial character. He called the 
attention of their lordships to .the proposi- 
tions which he had on different former oc- 
casions thought it his duty to submit to the 
house upon the subject, and which, in ge- 
neral, were negatively decided upon by the 
house.. In consequence of this, and the 
line of proceeding preferably adopted, their 
lordships were at the end of four months 
arrived at the examination of a second wit- 
ness upon one of the charges at the bar. 
He continued to think, that the objections 

he had formerly urged were well founded ; 
and that the power exercised by the house, 
on these occasions, with reference to the 
act of settlement, was not rightly exercised. 
The charge under consideration, their lord- 
ships would recollect, was not for corruption, 
but for words spoken so long ago from this 
period, as twenty-two months, and, from 
the period of the first notice being given to 
the house, it was very near ten months. 
The principal consideration on which he 
founded what he should now propose, was 
“the expediency of concluding the proceed- 
ings for the present sessions. Their lord- 
ships should consider the time of year, and 
the very advanced period of the sessions : . to 
‘make any tolerable progress in the investi- 
gations, it would take them at least seven 
or eight hours every day, and even then it 
would be to no purpose. Under the cir- 
cumstances of the case, they would not be 
able todo justice to the parties, nor conse- 
quently to the public this session. For his 

t, he had doubts of being able to attend ; 

t whatever progress they could make would 
be useless, from the circumstance of the 
nearly approaching end of the session. He 
adverted to the great number of witnesses 
which were to be examined, even on one 
side of the question ; they may go on; but 
he could not conceive what useful end it 
could answer. They were further to. con-. 
sider how the investigation must interrupt 
the regular legislative business of the house. 
All these inconveniencies and unfavourable 
considerations might be got rid of, by simply 
adjourning the further consideration of the 


éase till next session. His lordship conclud- 
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ed by moving, “ that the farther proceed- 


ings in the investigation of the case of Mr. . 


Justice Fox be adjourned till this day two 
months.” 
Lord Hawkestury differed essentially from 
the noble baron. He thought that many of 
the positions he had laid down induced the 
contrary effect ; and, with regard to the act 
of seitheontin, their proceeding would de- 
termine whether that was a dead letter; or 
whether it could be acted upon ; and would 
shew to the public what could be dene undér 
it. With regard to the noble baron’s im- 
mediate proposition, he could not see upon - 
what possible principle it was founded. For, 
let them ask themselves, would such a lirie 
of conduct be consistent with those regards 
which are due to the considerations of jus- 
tice? with what was due to the individual 
accused? with what was due to the_peti- 
tioners? with what was due to the public? 
And, after having proceeded so far with the 
case, they should now do that which would 
in a manner quash, and put an end to the 
investigation. It would be contrary t6 all 
those duties he had stated; and they were 
imperiously called upon to proceed, and to 
come to some determination upon the isstle 
of the business. He contended, it was their 
bounden duty to proceed with the investi- 
gation without delay. However short the 
period of the session might be, it was their 
duty to proceed as long as they could, and 
to make as considerable a progress as théy 
could, in the;course of the present session. 
With respect to the bill he had on a former 
day mentioned as his intention to bring in, 
he was more and more convinced of the 
convenience and expediency of it. Their 
proceeding as far as they could, would evi- 
dently tend to the convenience of several 
individuals who might be finally examined 
that session, and released from further trou- 
ble and expense. It was, he repeated, the 
duty of the house, steadily and persever- 
ingly to pursue the investigation to the end. 
He could see no solid reason which could 
be adduced against such a legislative measure 
as he intended to propose, namely, a bill 
for continuing the proceeding from session 
to session. With a reference to the act of 
settlement, and the general principles of the 
law itself, they were bound to come to 
some conclusion upon the present case; he 
therefore trusted, their lordships would re- 
sist a motion, which; in principle, would tend 
to put an end to the proceedings altogéther! 
The Earl of Carnarvon, though he seemétl 
to admit a great deal might be urged’ on tHe 
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other side of the question, yet, upon, the 
whole, was inclined to concur in supporting 


.the motion. . With respect to the noble se- 


cretary’s intended bill, he observed, that its 
passing into a.law would not altogether de- 
pend upon that house. | 

Lord Auckland observed, that if the no- 
ble secretary of state brought in a bill of the 
nature of that to which he had alluded,. ac- 
cording to all precedent, the investigation 


must be discontinued during the progress of | 


the bill through both houses of parliament. 
In the present state of public business he 
supposed it would take at least three weeks 
to pass such a bill, and it could not be ex- 


pected that the session would last longer 


than four weeks. All the advantage, there- 
fore, that would be gained, would, at the 
most, be about four days for the examination 
of witnesses. _ 

e Lord Chancellor declined going into 
a-general argument upon certain considera- 
tions connected-with the subject, and ad- 
verted to by some of. the noble lords ; but, 
in reference to what was thrown out, as to 
the approaching period of the session,. he 
would say, that even if they could make no 
more progress than four days examination, 
he thought it would undeniably be a gross 


_injustice to Mr. Justice Fox, if they neglect- 


ed to secure to him so much of a further 
examination. ‘The two witnesses, Mr. 
Armstrong and Mr. Galbraith, it would be 
recollected, had only been examined in 
chief. The very least they could do would 
be to secure the benefit of their examination 
to Mr. Justice Fox. Even as the case stood, 
a very desirable progress might be made this 


- session, were their lordships to set earnestly 
.to the business : were they to come down, 


suppose about one o'clock, and to give six 
or seven hours per day for a few days to the 
investigation, a considerable progress might 
be made; but at least, he repeated, let 
them, on the principles of common justice, 
secure the cross-examination of the wit- 
nesses to whom he had alluded. 

The question was then put, and lord 
Auckland’s motion was negatived without a 
division. His lordship afterwards entered 
the following Protest on the journals. 
 Dissentient.—1. Because the proceedings 
{n question are grounded on allegations, 
some of which amount to a charge of 
crime and misdemeanor ; and it is clearly 
contrary to the laws and statutes of this 
realm, that any accusation or complaint 
¢ mtaining a charge of crime and misdemea- 


mor, can originally be preferred in this 
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house, or be entertained by the house, except 
in matters of privilege ; and I am not satis. 
fied that the clause of the act of ‘settlement 
respecting the removal of the judges from 
their offices, in consequence of the Joint 
address of the two houses of parliament, 
meant or can be construed to take the judges 
from the general protection of the law of 
the land, in order to place them in a situa. 
tion of disadvantage and dependance, which 


does not effect any other individuals, or any. 


other class of men. 2. Because, if our jue 
risdiction in this case could be established, 
still I should object to matters alleged in 
the proposed address, which are for words 
said to have been spoken almost two years 
ago, of which no notice was taken by the 
parties concerned till ten months afterwards, 
and respecting which the evidence, after 
such a lapse of time, is now to be received, 
It appears to me, that such a proceeding is 
contrary to the general analogy of Jaw, and 
more especially objectionable as affecting a 
judge who may be exposed to invidious cons 
siderations in the discharge of his duties, 
3. Because the judge who is the object of 
the proposed address, has already been sub- 
jected to great delays in this inquiry, and to 
a most distressing expense, in consequence 
of the course of proceeding first adopted by 
this house, and since desisted from on better 
consideration 4. Because the expense of 
such an investigation at our bar must, both 
in the present and future cases, produce the 
inevitable ruin of the judges who may be 
brought to answer, whether they shall be 
guilty or innocent of the act of misconduct 
alleged against them. 5. Because, if this 

roceeding were not questionable as to law, 
justice, and expediency, still it is objection- 
able at this late period of the session, when 


the attendance of many peers must be with- 


drawn to other public duties ; and when it 
is impossible that the enquiry can be brought 
to a conclusion ; and when the result can 
only serve to: send back ihe judge to the ex- 
ercise of his judicial functions laden and 
prejudiced by a mass of printed evidence 


taken against him, and respecting which he 


will not have had the means of making his 

defence. (Signed) Auckland. 
[Tevsn’s Divorce ~The order 

of the day respecting this ‘bill being read, 


counsel and evidence in support of the same 


were called to the bar. 
had withdrawn, 

The Bishop of St. Asaph rose: he ob- 
served, the question before their lordships 


After the counsel 


-was one of great and peculiar importance, 


= 
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That house was more especially the guard- 
jans of the public morals ; and against these, 
nothing, he conceived, could be more de- 
trimental than the frequency of divorces ; 
he was, therefore, upon all occasions, un- 
‘willing to concur in them ; and, he thought, 
however hard the case might press upon a 
few individuals, it would, on the whole, be 
better if no bill of the kind were ever passed. 
With respect to the present case, he must 
say, it exhibited an instance of the grossest 
infidelity ; it was nota single act from a sud- 
den impulse of the passions, but a delibe- 
rate abandonment of a well-deserving wo- 
man, and a! taking of a strumpet to his 
arms, in which he persevered many years. 
However, to consider the subject on general, 
and on public grounds, there might be 
something peculiarly strong and striking in a 
case of this kind, to induce the legislature 
to assent to the prayer «i the petition. The 
case of Mrs. Addison, referred to by the 
learned counsel; was one totally ‘distinct 
from that under consideration. In that case 
it was really a moral inapossibility that the 
parties could come together ; as it was prov- 
ed that the husband had an adulterous inter- 
course with his wife’s own sister. Nay, 
farther, the wife herself would be guilty of 
incest, if she returned to her husband. 
There was notbing of that kind to induce a 
moral impossibility in the present case— 
nothing but a strong degree of inference. 
They could not, consistly with a most im- 
portant duty, consent to relieve the peti- 
tioner in the way proposed. However, he 
had to observe, he could not understand 
how the lady’s circumstances could be im- 
proved by a dissolution of the marriage, 
which would involve a loss of the alimony. 
Upon the whole, the learned prelate’s opi- 
nion of the case was such, as to induce him 
to move, that, instead of “ now,” “ the 
bill should be read a second time that day 
three months.”’ 

The Earl of Carnarvon expressed his dis- 
sent from the opinion of the learned prelate, 
that their lordships passing such a bill as that 
‘under consideration would operate injurious- 
dy upon the publie morals. Neither was he 
aware of any law, or any rule of that house,. 
which precluded a woman from addressing 
the legislature, and obtaining relief, as well 
as a man, if the particular merits of the 
case entitled rer to it. He thought the cir- 
cumstances of the case under considera- 
tion ought to induce their lordships to 
assent to the bill. He would ask the rev. 
‘prelate, whether it was negessary to the 


public morals, that the husband to the lady 
in question should be suffered to do every 
thing that could disgrace her, and deprive 
her of the comforts of life? Whether it 
was necessary, for the sake of good morals, 
that the lady should be driven to seek relief 
at the door of a profligate, who had robbed 
her of her husband’s affections, and dimi- 
nished his means of maintaining her. After 
dwelling shortly on these topics, witis some 
degree of warmth and feeling, his lordship 
proceeded to the consideration of certain 
canonical laws, and ecclesiastical regulations, 


which bore upon the subject, particalarly a 


canon of the year 1603, which he argued 
was not binding -upon the laity, nor upon 
the clergy, farther than they thought proper, 
and that divorces were permitted by the di- 
vine law. He then recurred to the subject 
of the bill, and adverted to the reduced cir- 
cumstances of the lady’s husband, which 
must affect the payment of the alimony, 
and argued for the passing of the bill, which 
would enable the petitioner to seperate her- 
self from an unworthy husband. He was 
not apprehensive of the‘bill’s getting a dan- 
gerous precedent, as every case would natu- 
rally rest upon its own particular merits, and 
be decided upon by their lordships accor= 
dingly. 

Lord Hawkesbury concurred with the rev. 


prelate, in a great deal of what he said upon’ 


the general subject. He®observed, that no 
precedent whatever obtained, of a bill being 
granted upon the application of a woman, 
except in the case of Mrs. Addison, the cir- 
cumstances of which were not in the least 
applicable to the present case. In the one 
instance, a reconciliation between the parties 
was totally out of the question ; in the pre- 
sent, it was merely improbable. A material 
distinction appeared throughout, , But the 
general question involved considerations 
which were to be contemplated with a re- 
ference to their effects upon society ; a dis- 
tinct rule and principle, with respect to such 
cases, hitherto obtained: were this to be 
broken in upon, it would be difficult im fu- 
ture cases to draw the line. The very good 
nature of some individual peers would induce 
them to grant, without sufficient discrimi- 
nation, that which, in thé views he referred 
to, would eventually be detrimental and ine 
jurious, 

Lord Auckland made’ a few general obser- 
vations in favour of what fell from the’ rev. 
prelate, and the noble secretary ef state. “It 
was a point upon which he seemed to have 


made up his mind, and he parttcularly ad- 
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_verted to the’serious importance of the ques- 
tion, with reference to its setting a precedent 
for future applications. 

- The Lord Chancellor adverted to what he 
hadstatedon a former evening, namely, his 
prehension, that he should feel it his painful 

' duty to give a negative to.the farther pro- 
gress of the bill, unless the counsel in sup- 
port of the measure could alter the opinion 
he'then entertained, and that he thought the 
best way of giving notice on the occasion. 
With respect to the particular case, he never 
recollected to hear a more favourable repre- 

_ Sentation given of any woman. But yet, 
on those general grounds of public morality, 
which had been so ably adverted to by those 

noble lords who had preceded him, he must 
proceed with respect to his assent to the bill. 
With regard to the case of Mrs. Addison, 
which had been referred to, it was as dis- 
tinct from that under consideration, as any 
case could be, and yet, even that.case, in its 
effects without doors, had produced consi- 
derable mischief, as any of their lordships 
would perceive, should they take the trouble 
to look at certain trials. With respect to 


particular parts of the allegations on the part 
of the petitioner, there were still open dif- 
_ ferent modes of redress distinct from that of 
- divorce, and which could be recurred to. 
Asto the question before the house, upon 


those great and leading principles to which 
he had referred, afid the conviction he felt 
as to the probable, nay almost certain inju- 
rious effects of trenching upon them, he 
felt it his painful duty to give a negative to 
' the original.motion.—The house then divid- 

_ ed; when there appeared for the bishop of 
St. Asaph’s amendment 10—Against it 7— 
Majority 3.~Adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, June 17. 
{Minures.]—The Bark Preservation bill 
passed through a committee. — Mr. Giles 
brought in a bill for extending the provi- 
_ sions of the Bank Note Forgery Prevention 


« pill+to all parts of the united kingdom. Read 


. @first time, to be read a second to-morrow. 
-—Lord...W. Russell presented a petition 
from certain inhabitants of Camberwell, in 
favour of the Camberwell Water Works bill. 
Ordered to lie on the table. Also a petition 
from certain persons whose names were 
thereunto subscribed, against the bill for 
making. -a Road under the River Thames, 
' Referred to the committee on ‘the bill, and 
he. petitioners ordered to be heard by their | 


counsel against the said bill —Lord 
brought up the report of the committee 
pointed to draw up an answer to so much of 
the message of their lordships of Friday, ag’ 
relates to the request of the house, that lord 
Sidmouth and earls Buckinghamshire ang 
St.Vincent, be permitted to attend the com. 
mittee on the Eleventh Report. Ordered tg 
lie on the table.-—Sir W. Scott, pursuant to 
notice, moved for and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill to amend an act of the Ist of 
Geo. I. for augmenting the maintenance of 
the Poor Clergy —Mr. Tierney moved the 
order of the day for the further consideration 
of the report on the Camberwell Water 
Works bill. He stated at some length the 
grounds upon which the measure was found. 
ed, and the motives that had induced him to 
call the attention of the house so often and 
so particularly to it.. He concluded by moy- 
ing, that the bill be re-committed. The 
motion was opposed by Mr. Fonblanque. A 
short conversation succeeded, in which sir 
G. Hill, lord W. Russell, and Mr. Rose,’ 
took a part, when a division took place for 
the re-commitment 41, against it 16, majo- 
rity 25.—Colonel Crauford expressed some 
unwillingness to delay any further his in- 
tended motion on the State of the Army; 
but as many of the papers would not be 
ready early enough for to-morrow, and 
there was no other day open this week, he 
felt himself under the necessity of putting 
it off till Monday.—Mr. Sturgess Bourne 
gave notice, that his right hon. friend, now 
absent (the chancellor of the exchequer), 
intended to make a motion in the committee 
of Ways and Means on Wednesday, for the 
appropriation of the surplus of the Consoli- 
dated Fund on the 5th of April last.—Mr, 
Grey said, there would be five millions to be 
appropriated for the surplus of the Consoli- 
dated Fund of this year, unless it was ap- 
plied to the purposes of continental subsidy, 
He wished to know whether the notice had _ 
any relation to this? Mr. S. Bourne said, 
his notice related only to the surplus of the 
last year.—The Prize bill, and the Commiss - 
sioners of Taxes’ bill was read a third time 
and passed. The Corn Laws Amendment 
bill was read a second time. The Land-Tax 
Redemption Regulation bill, and the Irish 
Civil List bill were read a second time and 
ordered to be committed for fo-morrow. 
[Irish ComMIssIoNERS OF CoMPENSAr 
tions. ]—Sir John Newport offered to the 


house some observations on the motion of 
which he had given notice respecting two 
-boards of commissioners at present sitting 


| 
| — 


a 
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qh Ireland ; the one appointed by the acts of 


the 38th, 39th, and 40th of his majesty, 
for examining the claims of the loyalists who 
goffered during the rebellion of 1798, and 
the other for investigating the cases of those 
who claimed compensation in consequence 
of the union. With respect to the former 
commission, he contended, that the object 
for which they were appointed had been 
completed ; the claims of those who sufter- 
ed had been investigated and decided upon,. 
and therefore the public ought to be relieved 
from the expense of paying the commission- 
ers. He should therefore submit a resolu- 
tion to that effect. The other board, for 
investigating the claims of those who had 
suffered by the union, had also had ample 
time to finish their labears; they had so 
jittle business before them for some time 
past, that they only sat on Saturdays, instead 
of sitting from day to day. It was true, 
that great numbers of claims had been laid 
before them for their consideration, but 
some of them were of soridiculous a nature 
as not to have deserved attention ; such, for 
instance, as that of Mr. Fox, ratcatcher to 
the board of ordnance, who claimed to be 
indemnified for lossess sustained by the 
union. He would not, however, at present 
propose to put an end to that commission, 
bat he thought some time should be fixed 
within which they ought to decide upon all 
the claims before them. He concluded with 
moving, with respect to the former board, 
« That it is the opinion of this house, that 
the objects for which a board of commis- 
sioners in lreland were constituted by the 
38th, the 39th, and the 40th of his majes- 
ty, that is to say, to hear and determine the 
claims of compensation due to loyalists suf- 
fering in the rebellionmof 1798, under a fi- 
nal provision that no claim for compensation 
should be received after the first day of No- 
vember 1800, are or ought to have been 


Jong since effected, and that the longer con- 


tinuance of that board, by rendering a fur- 
ther provision for their salaries necessary, 
would occasion a considerable and useless 


expenditure of public money.” 


Mr. Vansittart said, he unfortunately 


‘was not in the house when the hon. baro- 


net gave notice df his motion, and therefore 
did not know the. day on which it was to be 
brought forward. He begged leave to state 
a few circumstances, which, he had no 
doubt, would convince the house that the 
Irish government were not inattentive to 
€conomy, mor desirous to continue these 
boards after their labours were completed. 

Vou. V. 


With respect to the board for compensating 
loyalists, he must entirely exculpate. the 
Irish government, and take whatever blame 
belonged to it on himself, because his pre- 
decessor had prepared a bill to put an end to 
that board betore he went out of office. The 
right hon. gent. said, that his attention hav- 
ing been called to other objects, he had not 
yet brought it in; but it would speedily be 
submitted to the house ; and he trusted this 
would be satisfactory to the hon. baronet. 
With respect to the other board, it appeared: 
that there were claims now before them, 
some of which wery of a recent date, there- 
for he was not prepared at present to fix the 
time of their duration ; but he admitted that 
a time ought to be fixed, beyond which no. 
further claims ought to be admitted, and 
that the board ought to report as soon as pos-: 
sible, and be put anendto. If the Lon. 
baronet would renew his motion on a future 
day, he hoped that the hon. baronet would. 
find every thing had been done that he could 
require. Having said thus much, he was 
anxious that a motion which implied a cen- 
sure upon the Irish government should not 
pass. He therefore moved the previous 
question. 

Mr. Ponsonly expressed his satisfaction at 
what had fallen from the right hon. gent., 
but hoped that the commissioners would in 
future sit from day to day. 

Sir J. Newport said, after what had fallen 
from the right hon. gent. he would not press 
his first motion. With respect to the other 
board, he thought they ought now to limit 
the time within which they ought to report 
upon all the claims, and he hoped that the 
right hon. gent. would not think six months 


too short a period. 


Mr. Vansittart said, that he had already 
stated that with respect to the commissioners 
for suffering loyalists, he meant imme- 
diately to submit a motion to the house. 
With regard to the board he boped in a 
short time to receive orders from Ireland 
which would enable him'to lay some pro- 
position before the house.—The previons 
question was then agreed to. 

Sir John Newport then moved his second 
resolution, viz. : ‘* That it is the opinion 
of this house, that the board of commis- 
sioners: in Ireland, constituted by the 40th 
of his majesty, for granting allowances to 
bodies corporate, and individuals, in respect 
to representative franchises extinguished by 
the union, and to make compensation tod 
those persons whose offices may thereby be 
discontinued or diminished in value, ought, 
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‘all such claims as now remain not disposed 


‘before them.—The previous question was 


438] 
within the space of six months from this 
period, finally to adjudge and determine 
of, and should be then dissolved, as their. 


longer continuance beyond. such period, by 
rendering necessary a further provision for 


their salaries and expenses, would occasion | 
‘| ances of collusionin the circumstances ad. 


a useless expenditure of public money.” 
‘Mr. Corry -deterided the conduct of the 
Irish government, but at the same time 
expressed his opinion that these boards 
ought to cease.’: With regard to the absur- 
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the extension of that delay which had. 
already kept. Middlesex three years unre. 
'presented.. He could not, therefore, con. 
sent to.any long delay naw, lest it should 
prevent the decision “from taking place 
within the present session. 
Mr. Creevey allowed there were appear-. 


verted to by the hon. gent. He thought 
‘that some delay should:.be granted, froma 
regard to the general provisions of the act, 
and the general rights~‘6f: petitioners under 


dity of some claims, that was not the fault’ it; but he was feady ta admit that delay 


of the commissioners : they were bound to 
investigate every ‘claim that was brought 


moved and carried upon this resolution. 

(Mrppresex Exvection.|—Mr. Creevey 
rose to move the house to fix a day for the 
exchange of Jists of disputed votes between 
the petitioning freeholders of Middlesex and 
Mr. Mainwaring. He argued that the pe- 
titioning freeholders stood precisely in the 
situation, and were entitled to all the rights 
ef the candidate who had declined to pro- 
secute the claims. ‘This, he said, was the 
intention of the act, the object of which 
was to prevent collusion between the can- 
didates, to the prejudice of the freeholders. 
He would propose to fix the exchange of 
the lists for Thursday or Friday, and the 
consideration of the petition for some day 
in the next weex. 

. Mr. H. Thornton doubted whether the 
petitioners were entitled to all the rights 
that were claimed for them. If they were 
entitled to come into the place of thecan- 
didate, the equity of the case seemed to 
require that. they should come in rather to 
the situation in which the candidate stood 
at the time of giving in his declaration of 
his intention of withdrawing, than to his 
situation at the time of the presentation of 
the petition. If collusion was spoken of, 
he saw more reason, in this instance, to 
apprehend collusion between the withdraw- 
ing candidate and these petitioners, than be- 
tween the two candidates. Six of the prin- 


cipal petitioners were committee-men of 


sir Francis Burdett, and the agents were the 
same. that had acted for sir Francis. Mr. 
‘Mainwaring had delivered his list to the 
agents of sir Francis, and sir Francis, ‘on 
his part, had caused no list to be delivered. 
Under these circumstances it was evident 
the petitioners would have an advantage. 
He conceived, therefore, that a substitu- 
tion to the extent of the pecuniary rights 


should be very little inthis case. * . 
The Attorney-Geyeral agreed in the rea 
sonableness of the ‘arguments of the hon, 
gent. who.spoke'last, and the fairness of his 
admissions. He proposed the exchange of 
the lists to take place on Wednesday, and 
the ballot on Friday.—A long conversation 
ensued, in which Mr. Fox. stated that he 
thought that too short a time. Mr. Mel- 
lish represented the advantage given in by 
Mr. Mainwaring in the notification of the 
oaths he meant to object to, without re- 
ceiving any information from the opposite 
party in return. Mr. Fox considered that 
the petitioners, if treated bora fide as such, 
were not bound by any thing done by either: 
of the other parties —Mr. Sturges Bourne 
thought the petitioners not entitled to any 
indulgence of time, as they had held back 
their petition to the very last moment of the 
time allowed them by parliament to present 
it—Mr. Fox could not admit, that whena 
certain time was allowed by parliament for 
any purpose, those to whom it was granted 
were liable to answer for having availed 
‘themselves of it to the full extent. Mr. 
Mainwaring, the elder, had delayed to the 
last day on which he could have presented 
his petition, and nobody arraigsied him on 
that account. — Mr. Wilberfc: 2 offered:a 
few observations. The ballot was fixed for 
Friday, and the exchange of lists for Thurs- 
day.— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, June 18. ee 
[Mrxutes.]—Pursuant to the. order of 
the day, their lordships resolved into a com- 
mittee of privileges, and, lord Walsingham 
having taken the chair, counsel and evi- 
dence were further heard, respecting the 
claim of lady Henry Fitzgerald to the above 
barony, the duke of Rutland’s defence 
of his title to the same, &c.; after 
which the farther consideration of the case 


of the candidate, would only tend to 


was deferred till’ Friday—The bills upom 
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the table were forwarded in their respective 
gtages. Among these the British and Trish 
Militia pay and clothing bills, the lottery 
pill, the Irish Paper Duty, and, the Militia 
Adjutants’ bills, were read a second time, 
and severally ordered to be committed. — 
(Srare or order of the 
day being read :. 
The Earl of Suffolk rose to bring forward 
his promised motion on the above subject. 
He prefaced it by a speech of considerable 
length, in the course of which, he expati- 
‘ated upon the superior policy and expe- 
dience of enquiry ‘on the principle which 
he was about to recommend ; a principle, 
which was sanction | by the authority and 
‘yecommendation that great. statesman 
and philosopher, lord chancellor Bacon, and 
‘to the want of a proper attention to which, 
was in a great degree to be attributed the 
loss of our late possessions in North America. 
He dwelt upon the great importanee of 
Ireland as a component and integral part of 
the united kingdom, and its peculiar politi- 
‘cal importance, resulting from its geogra- 
phical situation, and the various’ local ad- 
vantages possessed by that island. This 
important part of the united kingdom, he 
was warranted by authority, in saying, was 
far from being in a tranquil state ; this he 
could fairly infer from various opinions upon 
the subject, which were given by many 
-noble lords in the course of late important 
discussions on the catholic question, and 
_ more especially from the legislative autho- 
rity of the two bills passed in the early part 
of the session, exclusively applicable to Ire- 
land; the one for suspending the habeas 
corpus act, and the other authorising the 
exercise of martial law. Politically speak- 
ing, therefore, Ireland was not to be re- 
garded as in a tranquil state ; and, with re- 
spect to its domestic and internal considera- 
tions, he trusted he could prove it to be, 
so far as to lay a ground for his intended 
motion, in a. state, comparatively, of the 
most deplorable misery. To the present 
unfortunate situation of Ireland, he obser- 
ved, various Causes contributed, and some 
.of the principal of these he should endea- 
to explain to their lordships. In this 
view, what struck him as one of the most 
prominent, was the consideration of tithes, 
-which, under the existing regulations, and 
in the way in which they were collected in 
Ireland, were to be regarded as an in- 
tolerable grievance. Their lordships would 
. Tecollect, that the great body of the peasantry 
~ andthe lower class of the people in that country 


PARL. DEBATES, June 18, 1805.—State of Ireland. 


were of the Roman catholic persuasion, in 

a proportion of at least. nine-tenths ; these . 
were liable to the payment of tithe, for the 
maintenance of a church of which they. 
were not members, in addition to what they 
contributed to the support of the clergy of 
their own communion, and thus had they, 
the lower and poorer orders of the people, 
a peasantry, perhaps the most distressed of 
any in existence, to pay a double tax. Let 
their lordships consider the point, and put it 
to their own feelings ; it was what none of 
them could approve of. In his conclusions 
on this part of the subject, he was borne 
out by the opinions of the insurgent chiefs. 
Doctors M‘Nevin and Emmett, on their 
examination, on being questioned as to the 
point, said, the Roman catholic peasantry of 
Treland did not care a farthing about eman- 
cipation ; what they wished for was, the 
abolition of tithes——He next expatiated on - 
the distressed situation of the Irish pea- 
santry, which he described as greatly ag- 
gravated by the present tithe system in 
that country. It was well known, that the 
principal food of the Irish peasants was po- 
tatoes. For the grounds un which that root 
was raised, the peasant paid a very high 
rent; four, five, and, in some cases, even 
ten pounds a year rent; added to this, 
the cultivation of the potatoe required a 
greater proportion of manual labour than 
any other vegetable, and from those the 
tithe was rigidly exacted; a grievance, which 
those combined considerations greatly ag- 
gravated. His lordship expatiated a great 
deal on the salutary consequences, which, he 
conceived, would result to Ireland, and to 
the empire at large, from catholic emanci- 
pation, and seemed to argue, from a variety 
of proceedings which took place in Ireland, 
and from the language held out from various 
quarters, particularly from’ the year 1793 
to the completion ‘of the measure of union, 
that the catholics were led to imagine, if 
they were not promised it in terms, that 
their constitutional emancipation would. be 
one of the earliest results of the union. 
That such might in that event safely and 
beneficially take place; he stated, was the 
opinion and sentiment cf some of the most 
celebrated statesmen and writers of that na- 
tion, who, in general, inculcated sucha 
principle: some of these -were referred to 
by his lordship, as well as the speech of the 
jord-lieutenant to the Irish ‘parliament ia 
1793; of which the ‘projected amelioratioa - 
of the state of the Irish catholics and pea- 
santry formed a leading feature ;~ and the ad- 
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dresses ftom certain Roman. catholic meet- 
ings in the counties of Wexford, Waterford, 
and Cork, with the answer of the then 
_\seeretary to the lord-lieutenant, lord Castle- 
_Yeagh, were, on the same principle, referred 
-to by his lordship. . He continued to expa- 
- “tiate upon the salutary effects which he 
‘argued, would attend catholic emancipation, 
‘and. commented on what he thought the 
injustice and oppression of continuing the 
present system with eager to the Irish 
-eatholics. He described the wretched and 
miserable situation of the Irish peasantry as 
in a. great degree owing to these odious and 
impolitic restraints ; referring, as he: pro- 
ceeded, to the opinions of various writers 
upon the:subject, and on the state of Ire- 
-Jand : they were ill clothed, ill fed, and ill 
lodged.; the luxury of shoes, stockings, 'or 
meat food, which their country so abundant- 
_ produced, was unknown to them. And 
these he contrasted with the situation of 
the.corresponding classes of the inhabitants 
_ of South Britain, where a different system, 
civil and ecclesiastical, prevailed. He dwelt 
upon the generous and affectionate disposi- 
tions of that. pensanitys and, generally 
speaking, when left.to, themselves, of their 
docility and innoffensive demeanour. He 
Jamented the late decision of parliament on 
the subject of Irish Roman. catholic eman- 
-cipation, and adverted to the fears which 
seemed to be entertained, in a legislative 
point of view, of such a measure as 
groundless and absurd. No serious injury 
Yo either church or state could ever be ap- 
prehended from the introduction of perhaps 
seven or eight Irish Roman catholic com- 
moners. into a legislative assembly of be- 
tween six and seven hundred protestants ; 
nor from the circumstance of eleven or 
twelve catholic peers taking their seats 
among their lordships. Besides, in that point 
of view, some degree of restriction may. be 
- well interposed; for instance, those who 
changed their religion fromi the protestant to 


_ the catholic, should not be allowed to sit in. 


parliament.. He only threw this out as a 
general idea. He was a strong advocate 
fer the principles of toleration ; genuine 
_ Christianity went not to ordain religious 
establishments in a state; and he pane- 


gyrised the system adopted in America with. 


respect to religion, where every denomina- 


_ tion. of. Christians was equal in the eye of. 


the law, and alike eligible to the admini- 
strating government ; neither were the Irish 
catholics so well treated as their fellow- 
Subjects of the same persuasion, in other 
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parts of his Majesty’s dominions. Head. 


verted particularly to those of Canada, who, 
forming a great majority of the inhabitants 
of that part of the empire, had their re. 
ligion established in their favour ; and why, 
he would ask, was the coronation oath of 
the sovereign to be held binding, with re. 
spect to the catholics of Ireland, and not 
suffered to affect those of Canada? On 
the. beneficial effects, either in a view of 
internal or external policy, of the system 
adopted with respect to Canada; he dwelt . 
shortly, and referred to the authority of 
certain writers on that subject, which, he 
argued, bore him cut in his conclusion, 
Another consideration, which, he said, 
contributed to the miserable situation of 
the Irish peasantry, to which the present 
unfortunate state of that country was: $0 
greatly owing, was the extreme low prices 
of labour. This, he observed, was, in many 
parts of Ireland, not more than five pence 
per day; though the rents paid for Jand, 
were, upon the whole, as high, or rather 
higher, than those paid in England ; and 
one of the leading expedients which he 
would recommend to ameliorate the con- 
dition of the poor in that country, would 
be, to raise the prices of labour. With 
their present wages, it was astonishing how 
they could protract existence: to many parts 
of the province of Munster, he understood 
these observations would particularly apply. 
Another leading consideration, and which 
greatly contributed to the present state of 
Ireland, and the distressed condition of the 
poor, was the system in general adopted 
by absentee landlords, and which, in some 
points of view, though they mostly let 
their estates at lower rents than others in 
the first instance, operated as a great grie- 
vance ; what he principally adverted to 
was, their practice of letting their lands 
to what were called ‘* middle men,” who 
usually let them out again to the occupying 
tenant at exhorbitant rents. This system 
was equally injurious to the head landlord, 
and the person who tilled the ground. By 
absentees he did not mean those noble lords 
who attended their duty in that house, but 
great landed proprietors, who rarely, if 
ever visited Ireland ; and he instanced some 
cases where, by the adoption of a different . 
plan, the occupier of the ground was con- 
siderably benefitted in his situation, and 
the rents of the head landlord at the same 
time greatly increased ; and he also advert- 
ed to some proceedings known to himself, 
which, he contended, evinced the neces 
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sity, with a reference to the amelioration | was the state of’ those things a great many 


of the state of Ireland, of some alterations | years since. 
‘¥ation, whether fortunate or unfortunate, 


jo that part of the system. All these con- 
siderations combined, indeed, and the no- 
torious internal situation of Ireland called 
for it, shewed the necessity of an enquiry 
into the real state of that valuable and impor- 
tant part of the united kingdom, in order 
that government and the legislature may, 
as far as practicable, ascertain what steps 
‘were proper and necessary to be taken for 
ameliorating the condition of its inhabitants, 
and the security of that part of the empire. 
A great majority of the people in that 
country were, he contended, obviously dis- 
, satisfied with their present condition ; and, 
the feared, that the large armed force, 
which it was found necessary to maintain 
in Ireland, was not so much for the pur- 
‘pose of repelling invasion, as to suppress 
insurrection. 
thing unfavourable that might be appre- 
hended, and to lay the ground work of the 
beneficial results to which he alluded, he 
‘would move their lordships, ‘‘ that an hum- 
-ble address be presented to his majesty, 
praying that he.would be graciously pleased 
to appoint commissioners to enquire into 


- the present state of that part of the united 


‘kingdom called Ireland, and to order that 


_ the said commissioners do report the state 


of each county ; and that the same be laid 
before his majesty and the two houses of 
parliament.” —On the question being put ; 

* The Earl of Limerick rose, and observed, 


‘ that as an Irishman, he must decidedly 


oppose the motion of the noble earl, as 
likely to produce great mischiefs. Indeed, 
for a long time, he should not have sup- 
posed the noble ear] to have been speaking 
of Ireland, till, by further attention, and 
the frequent repetition of the word, he 
found the noble earl meant to apply. his ob- 
servations to that part of the united king- 
dom. In the present instance, he assured 
their lordships he would intrude upon their 
os but a very short time.; and, first, 
he would observe, that one of the leadin 
propositions of the noble earl, as he under- 
: Stood its application, would go to deprive 
_ the protestant. established church of Ireland 
of its means of support : he alluded to the 
destruction of tithes. Were their lordships 
prepared.to accede to any proposition that 
“would tend to that?) With regard to the 
noble earl's description of the state of Ire- 
land ;, with respect. to the condition of its 
peasantry, the low prices of labour, he 
Must have made. his calculations upon what 


With a view to obviate every | 


far controvert his statements. 


He had, from the conside+ 


he could not say, of living a great many 
years in Ireland, much personal and local 
knowledge in these respects. He could so 
And, with 
respect to what may be matters of opinions 
his conclusions were formed from autho- 
rities, very different from those referred to 
by the noble earl. He knew full well and 
was free to conféss, that the situation of 
Ireland, in many of the parts adverted to, 


was by no means so favourable’as that of — 


this country ; nor would they bear a com- 
parison; but for this he would contend, 
that Ireland had been for many years back, 
and still continued in a state of progres- 
sive improvement and amelioration, and 
which there was every reason toexpect would 
increase every day: to adopt the measure 


‘recommended by the noble earl, therefore, 


especially when the situation of that country, 
menaced by invasion, and the empire at 
large, embarked in an arduous and exten- 
sive warfare, was considered, would be im- 
politic and dangerous in the highest de- 
gree. His lordshipthen shortly adverted to the 


general nature of the noble earl’s address. 


to the house, a great part of which. applied 
to the question of catholic emancipation ; a 
subject which had so recently, so fully, and 
so temperately been canvassed in that house, 
and solemnly decided upon their lord- 
ships. On that part of the noble earl’s. 
speech, he should not, therefore, offer a 
single observation. He then adverted to a 
few of the noble earl’s observations respect - 
ing the absentee landlords, and particularly 
to a circumstance introduced into that part 
of his speech, which, it seemed, admitted 
a very different inference from that drawn 
by the noble-earl. He apologised to their 
lordships for this short occupation of their 
time ;. for his part he felt it decidedly his 
duty to oppose the motion. 

The Duke of Norfolk begged leave ta 


offer a few observations on’ the subject. 


With respect to. those’ mischievous effects, 
which the noble earl, who had last spoke, 
seemed to. apprehend, in case the motion 
was agreed to, he confessed no such appre- 
hensions presented themselves to his: mind, 
With respect to the important subject of 


tithes, his grace observed, that finding the 


law in that respect coeval in this country, 
with the laws forthe conservation of every 
other kind of property, he considered them 
as. entitled to equal regard. ‘They were-the 
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-property~of the church}: to be respected as | would induce him ‘to object to it. With 
such, and’ involved considerations affecting }a noble earl, he thought it would bs 
.the union .of church ‘and state; which, he productive at present of mischievous effects, 


trusted, -would always continue to’ support With him, he thought that a great deal of ' 


each other. . With respect to what had been | the noble mover’s speech was applicable to 
said as arising from the topic of catholic Kare question of catholic emancipation. 
emancipation, ‘he fully agreed that: that im- | t 
portant subject had been: fairly, fully, and phad been most fully, fairly, and tempe. 
cooly discussed by the house, and-though | rately considered in that house, as much 
he fornred one of a ‘compatatively. small ;so as any topic that ever came before 
minority, who thought it was proper their | parliament ; and that being solemnly decided 
: Jordships should go into a committee on that | upon, by a large majority, not only of that, 
subject, yet, he bowed to the decision of | but of the other branch of the legislature; 
the majority of their <lordships, and practi- he felt it unnecessary to offer a single ob. 
cally must consider such decision as rightly , servation upon all the relevant part of the 
made. Yet he -seemed to: think that, | noble earl’s speech. With respect to the 
from those.discussions, matter transpired, important consideration of tithes, on which 
which tended to shew the expediency of such ' the noble secretary, in the course of his 
an enquiry as his-noble friend proposed. In | observations, laid’ considerable stress ; he 
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which, with the noble duke, he thought ’ 


some points of view, he disapproved of par - 


tial quotations from-authors ; they required 


agreat portion of the context, in order fully 
to ascertain the: sense of the writer ; and 
one particularly,» whom his noble relative 
had more than once quoted’ that evening, 
correctly; no doubt, one with whom he had 
the happiness and the honour to be long 
acquainted, the late archdeacon Paley, went 
on to say, speaking of the subject of tithes, 
that which, in his mind operated in a difte- 
rent. way from what his noble: relative 
‘seemed to understand it. Adverting to the 
state of the established religion in Ireland, 
he observed, there existed,.some years ago, 
that which should induce him to think the 
superior. clergy of. that country highly re- 
prehensible. He alluded to the circum- 
stances of many parishes of considerable 
extent, and which paid all the clerical dues, 
' being not. only without a clergyman, but 
even without a church. He thought the 
most favourable epoch for redréssing many 
of the grievances adverted to by his noble 
relative, as affecting Ireland, was the oc- 
casion of the adjustment in 1782, when 
Treland was relieved from the commercial 
fetters of this country. A peculiarly fa- 
vourable opportunity was then presented. 
With respect to the question before the 
House, he thought it was one that demand- 
ed an opinion from some of his majesty’s 
ministers... 

Lord Hawkeslury observed, the. motion 
~ under consideration was one which he should 
_ feel it his duty to resist, were it only upon 

the ground of its being very ill-timed: it 


most cordially agreed with the position of 
the noble duke, that they constituted pro- 
perty, and that of the most sacred kind, 
Indeed, the gentlemen alluded to by the 
noble earl, Messrs. Emmett and M‘Nevin, 
when they were examined on the part of 
the government of Ireland, seemed to have 
given their evidence very ingenuously upon 
that subject ; they, after giving their opi- 
nions as to the wishes of the Irish peasantry, 
for the abolition of tithes, went on to 
admit, that were those abolished, the rents 
would. be immediately raised by the Jand- 
lords, in a proportionate degree, so that the 
relevant situation of the peasantry would, 
so far, remain the same. In fact, to abolish 
the tithe, would be to rob the clergy ; they 
were their property, and, in the eye of the 
law, equally sacred with every other de- 
scription of property. ‘The benefits of them 
were, in fact, equally experienced, and 
enjoyed by the land-owners, as it was ob- 
vious: that these, from the consideration: of 
their lands being liable to tithe, purchased 
} them proportionably at a less rate ; and this 
was a consideration, independent of the 
political and religious points of view in 
which the subject may be considered, which 
should place them, equally with every other 
species of property, under the protection of 
the laws, and such he trusted, they would 
for ever remain. In concluding, his lord- 
ship alluded to the very advanced period of 
the session, and the consequence of their 
attendance as highly improper for the con- 
sideration of a subject of a nature equally ge- 
: neral and important, and which branchedat 


also ‘involved considerations, which, under | into such a variety of interesting details, and 
the present circumstances and situation, not | which additionally operated upon his mind 
only of Ireland, but of ‘the empire at large, | in inducing him to decide against the motion. 
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» The Earl of Suffolk spoke in ent 
tion, and stated that his ideas did not go' 


of the propositions he had in the first in- | 
stance advanced, and referred to. the act of 
Elizabeth, which recognised the principle, 
and enjoined enquiries of the kind, as we 
understood his lordship, through the medium 
ofthe judges, who were to report the result 


- of their enquiries to the crown, and which 


he thought it would be well to act upon.— 
After some farther observations,.the ques- 


tion was put, and decided in the negative, 


without a division.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, June 18. 
~The house was counted by the speaker at 
four o’clock, when the requisite number of 


members not being present, it was imme- 
diately adjourned till to-morrow. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, June 19. 


[Minvtes.]—Lord Glenbervie, accom- 
panied by. several members, delivered a 
message from the gommons, purporting, 
that the committee of that. house, on 
which the permission of their lordships for 
the attendance of the Viscount Sidmouth, 
and the earl of Buckinghamshire, had been 
requested, having closed the -hearing of 
evidence, and made their report, the ne- 
cessity for such attendance, on the part 
of those noble lords, no longer existed.— 
Mr. Alexander presented the Seamen’s En- 
couragement bill, and the London Port Im- 
rovement bill, which, with several private 
ills, recently brought up, were severally 
read a first time.—The bills upon tbe table 
were forwarded in their respective stages. 
Among these the Irish Paper Duty bill, 
the English and Irish Militia Pay bills, and 
the Militia Adjutants’ bills severally went 
through committees of the whole house, and 
the reports were received.—--In the committee 
on the General Turnpike Road bill, The 
duke of Norfolk objected to one of its 
leading provisions. By the former act, a 
moiety of certain monies, levied for- offences 
under the act, was granted to the informer. 
In the present bill, the whole money was 
appropriated to the repair or the roads, which 
aould deprive the informer of his principal 
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motive for acting. He, therefore, proposed 
an amendment, tending to restore the pro- 


tothe abolition of tithes, which, he agreed, | vision, of the tormer act, in that respect, 
should be considered as the property of the | This proposition, not seeming to meet the es 
church. He adverted to and enforced some | sense of the committee, was,.on the question ~* 

being put, negatived without a division. ~_ 


The report of the biil. was ordered to be re- 
ceived to-morrow.—A petition from sir John 
Johnstone, bart.. claiming the title of mar- 
quis of Annandale, &c. was presented, and 
referred, by their lordships, to the consi-. 
deration of the committee of privileges.— 
The house resolved into a committee on 
Morris’ divorce bill, when several amend- 
ments were made by the. omission of certain 


-Clauses.—The stipendiary curates bill went 


through a committee of the whole house, 
and was ordered to be reported to-mor= 


[Conpucr or Jupce Fox.]—Lord Gren- 
ville seeing a noble secretary of state in his 
place observed, that he rose in consequence’ 
-of his understanding the neble lord had given 
notice of his intention to bring in a bill to 
continue the proceedings.in the case of Mr 
Justice Fox, until the next session of par- 
liament. He rose to trouble their lordships 
with a very few observations upon the sub- 
ject. He was aware he was not perfectly 
in order, but his sense of the intended pro- 
ceeding was so strong, that he seized the 
first opportunity he had of saying a few 
words upon it. The proposed measure, in’ 
his opinion, would tend to.a. material alte- 
ration of the whole frame.and constitution 
of the parliament of this country. He hoped 
full time would be allowed for the consi- 
deration of a question of such great im- 
portance ; a question of no. less moment,. 
than whether they should now, for the first 
time since parliament existed, enact by a 
law, that the king should not have the power 
by his prerogative of putting an end to mo- 
tions, discussions, and bills, which might be 
pending in both houses of. parliament. As 
far as he had been able to inform himself 
upon the subject, there was no instance upon: _ 
record of continuing from session to ses< 
sion, bills, or. the deliberative proceedings 
of the legislature. His lordship adverted to 
a solemn decision, which .had been given: 
with respect to the point by both houses, on. 
a particular occasion. With respect to elec- 
tion committees, where the procecdings 
were continued, the case was quite different, 
as such made a separate tribunal, the pro- 
ceedings of which-were - within. itself, and 
were so constituted by a.special law, and 
for a particular purpose. He concluded by 
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dgain expressing his hope, that full notice: 
would be given of the intended discussion. 
of a measure of such great and peculiar im-' 


portance. 
- Lord Hawkesbury observed, that no pro- 
ceeding should ‘obtain with respect to the 


subject adverted to by the noble baron, 
which would indicate .any intention on his 


' part of taking the house by surprisé. He 
was, however, rather obliged to the noble 
lord for giving his general opinion at so early 


a period upon the point, though it was done | . 


ina-way, perhaps, contrary to the forms of 
that house. Of the intended discussion, the 
noble baron might be assured, ample notice 
should be given. He could not say that he 
coincided with the opinion thrown out. He 
saw ‘the point in a different light. It should 
be recollected, that a great difference existed 
betweei a legislative and a judicial proceed- 

+ of that house; and he conceived in that 
view of the subject what he proposed could 
very properly be done. Added to this, the 
‘ease was perfectly a novel one, and the house 
would rather have to form a precedent. 

With respect. to the other house of parlia- 
nrent, a case occurred which, he seemed to 
think, bore a similitude to what he had sug- 
gésted: he meant the case of sir Thornas 
Rumbold, wherein, with reference to a bill 
of pains and penalties, it was proposed to 
continue the proceedings, With respect to 
his intended bill, he should propose shortly 
to bring it in, have it printed for the perusal 
and consideration of their lordships, and, 
with respect to the discussion which might 
take place ‘on the question for the second 
reading, the noble lord might deperid upon 
it, that ample notice should be given. 

[M&ssacz rrom Tue K1ine.}] — Lord 
Hawkesbury delivered the following message 
from his majesty : Mads 

- © George R.—His majesty thinks proper 
to acquaint the house of lords, that the com- 
munications which have taken place, and are 

_ still depending, between his majesty and 
some of the. powers on the continent, have 
not yet been brought to such a point as to 
enable his majesty to lay the result of them 
before the house, or to enter into any further 
explanation with the French government, 
consistently with the sentiments expressed 
by his majesty at the opening of the present 
session. Buthis majesty conceives that it 
may be of essential importance that he should 
have it in his power to avail himself of any 
favourable conjuncture for giving effect to 
such a concert with other powers, as may 


afford the best nreans‘of resisting the 
/ 


1805: Message from the King. (44g 


dinate ambition of France, or niay be mog 
likely to ead toa termination of the present 
contest, on grounds consistent with the per, 
manent safety and interests of his majesty’s 
dominions, and the security and indepen. 
dence of Europe. His majesty. therefore 
recommends it to the house of lords to cons 
sider of making provision for qnabling hiy 
majesty to take such measures and enter inte 
such engagements as the exigencies of af. 


fairs may require. G. R.” 


Lord Hawkesbury then moved, that his 
majesty’s message be taken into consideratiog 
to-morrow. Agreed to.~-Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Wednesday, June 19. 


[Minures.]—Sir J. B. Warren brought 
up the report of the committee, to whom 
the petition of the trustees of the Naval 
Asyluin was referred. Ordered to lie on 
the table, to be printed, and to be taken 
into consideration by a committee of the 
whole house on Friday next.—On the mo- 
tion of lord Glenbervie, it was ordered, that 
a message should be sent to the lords, ac- 
quainting their lordships, that the select 
committee on the eleventh report of the 
commissioners of naval enquiry having closed 
their examinations, the commons no Jonger 
thought it necessary to desire the attendance 
of the lord president of the council, the eatl 
St. Vincent, and the earl of Buckingham 
shire——The Bank Forgery bill was read a 
second time, ordered to be committed on 
Tuesday, and in the mean time to be print: 
ed—The London Port Improvement bill 
was read a third time, and passed.—Serjeant 
Best moved the second reading of the Mem: 
bers of Parliament Bankrupt bill. Sir W, 
Lemon conceiving that the bill was of great 
importance, hoped the learned gentleman 
would not press it through the house the 
present session. The bill was then read a 
second time, and ordered to be committed 
on Tuésday.—The London Fish Bounty 
Amendment act was read a third time and 
passed.—Mr, Long brought up the report of 
the committee to whom the petition of the 
trustees of the British Museum was referred, 
stating, that in their opinion, the purchase 
of the Jate Mr. Townley’s collection of an+ 
tiques, was an object of great national im- 
portarice, and that the sum required of 
20,000). was a moderate price for the same. 
Ordered to lie on the table, and to be print 
ed.—On the motion of Mr. Bankes, it was 
ordered that such part of the report of the 
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nost committee on the petition from the trustees | words from sir W. Young, the bill was 
sent of the British Museum, as related to the ad- | given up.—Colonel Craufurd moved, that 
pers ‘ditions making tv that building, for the re-| there be laid before the house an account of 
ty’s ception of antiques, &c. be referred to a| the number of men wanting to complete 
en ¢ommittee—The house went into acom-| the regular forces in his majesty’s service, 
fore mittee on the Irish Compensation acts, in| cavalry and infantry, on the 1st of May, 
On which Mr. Vansittart stated his intention to| 1805, distinguishing British troops from 
“his Dring in a bill obliging the commissioners foreign, and those: enlisted for limited ser- 
into to advertise a certain day of limitation be-| vice from those enlisted for unlimited ser- 
af. 


ond which no claim should be attended. | vice; as also an abstract of the number of 
The House having resumed, the report was | men raised under the additional defence aet 
received, and: Mr. Vansittart obtained leave | in Great Britain and Ireland, shewing the 
to bring in a bill accordingly—Mr. Rose | number raised on the Ist of Feb. 1805, and 
brought in a bill for repealing the duties on | the number from that period to the present 
woollen goods exported to the East Indies, | time. After some doubt expressed by the 
which was read a first time, and ordered to| chancellor of the exchequer whether or not 
be read a second time to-morrow.—On the} some of these papers could be published, 
motion of Mr. Huskisson, accounts were | colonel Craufurd’s motion was agreed to.— 


ght ordered to be laid before the house, of the} After a short conversation between the se- 
om amount of Exchequer bills outstanding and | cretary at war, general Fitzpatrick, Mr. 
wal unprovided for, on the two loans in 1804, | Fox, and the chancellor of the exchequer, 
on ‘one of eight millions, the other of one mil-| the Militia Officers’ bill was read a second 
cen fion and a half.—Mr. Vansittart brought in| time, and ordered to be committed to-mor- 
the the Irish Compensation Limitation bill, | row.—Ordered, that the house do go into 
no- ‘which was read a first time, and ordered to} committee of the whole house to-morrow, 
hat be read a second time to-morrow.—Mr. H.| to consider the report of the committee on 
ace Lascelles brought in Mr. Pitt's Indemnity | the Pilchard act——The Barrack Masters’ bill 
ect bill, which was read a first time, and ordered | was read a third time and passed.—The re- 
the to be read a second time to-morrow.— Mr. | port of the committee on the Loyalty Loa:a 
sed Long presented an account of the further | Bill was received, the amendments wei - 
ver sums that would be necessary for the erec-| agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be 
nce tion of a court-house, &c. in the city of | read a third time to-morrow.—The Univer- 
“atl Westminster.—The house went into a.com- | sity Advowsons bill was ordered to be read a 
m ‘mittee on the American Wool Trade bill; | third time on Friday —Mr. Ward brouglit in 
1a ‘when it resumed, Mr. Rose obtained leave }a bill for amending the Act of George the 
on to bring in a bill permitting the exportation | First, relative to the situation of the poorer 
nts of wool from the British plantations in| clergy, which was read a first time, and or- 
dill ‘America to the united kingdom.—Mr. Foster | dered to be read a second time to-morrow. 
ant brought in a bill for regulating the duties on| [Commirree or Suprry.]— The order 
ms the imports and exports of Ireland, which | of the day for the house resolving itself into 
W, ‘was read a first time, and ordered.to be] a committee of ways and means having beef 
eat om and to be read a second time on| read, it was ordered, on the motion of the 
ant onday.—The house went into a committee | chancellor of the exchequer, that the public 
‘he on the Goat Skin act, the report of which | estimates and accounts be referred tothe said 


was ordered to be received to-morrow.—}| committee. On the motion fer the spea- 

On:the order of the day for the second read- | ker’s leaving the chair, 

ing of the Woollen Manufacturers bill,|~ Mr. Fox asked the right hon. gent. oppo- 

Mr. Brooke intimated his disposition to] site, whether or not he was right’ i under- 

abandon the bill at present, if he could be} standing that the sum of five millions to be 

assured that a similar one should be brought | appropriated to a particular purpose, had 
forward early next session. It was a subject! been already voted in the committee of sup- 
of much consequence, as it kept in suspense | ply ? 

- abody of above 200,000 men. ‘The chan-| The Chancellor of the Exchequer replied, 
eellor of the exchequer, though he could| that it was certainly included in the general 
give no pledge that such a bill should ke| vote, but that there had been no specitic vote 
brought forward, yet assured the hon, gent.| on that subject ; in fact the specific votes had 

. that the attention of parliament should cer- | been kept back from the circumstances of 
tainly be drawn to the subject as early as} the destination of that sum not having been ; 
possible in the n2xt session, After a few | ascertained,. He hoped, however, either 

Vou. V, 2G 
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to-day or to-morrow to lay before the house 
a message from his majesty on that subject. 
An accidental circumstance alone had pre- 
vented his not haying done so already, but 
he trusted before the rising of the house he 
il yet be enabled to communicate it to 
em. 

Mr. Grey observed, that when he gave 
the notice of his motion, which stood for 
to-morrow, it was because no cymmunica- 
tion of the kind alluded to by the right hon. 
gent. had been made to the house; an oc- 

_ currence which might alter his intention.— 
The house then went into a committee, in 
which it was resolved on the motion of the 
chancellor of the exchequer, that the sum 
of 4 millions out of the surplus of the con- 
solidated fund, and the sum of £1,192,115 
19 314 out of the surplus of the grants of 
last year, be granted towards the supply. 
The house having resumed, the report was 
erdered to be received to-morrow. 

(Dune or Craym.]—The or- 
‘der of the day having been read for the 
house resolving itself into a committee on 
the report of the committee to whom the 
petition of the duke of Atholl had been re- 
ferred, colonel Stanley moved that the spea- 
ker do now leave the chair. 

Mr. Frankland opposed the motion, and 
expressed his conviction, that a more impor- 
tant subject had neve: been brought before 
payliament ; not certainly with regard to the 
magnitude of the immediate object of dis- 
¢eusxion, but with regard to the. danger of 

_.the precedent. He was convinced that the 
frieads of the noble duke would essentially 
serve him, were they to advise him to with- 
draw his petition, to begin the business de 
novo, and to give it quite a different direg- 
tion. - Much stress had been laid on the dis- 
satisfaction that was manifested at the period 
when the royalties of the Isle of Man were 
sold to, the crown of Great Britain by the 
ancestoy of the noble duke ; but this was the 
dissatisfaction that naturally arose in men of 
high minds at ‘being deprived of peculiar 
privileges ; it was unconneeted with any pe- 
cuniary idea, apd he was persuaded, that 
had 720,000]. been the purchase maney in- 
stead of 70,000]. that: dissatisfaction would 
still have been displayed. The noble duke 
himself, in his early applications to parlia- 
ment on this subject, had not hinted at apy 
jnadequacy in the pecuniary compensation. 
He had merely asserted his right to various 
litthe vestiges of princely power, ‘and having 
been defeated in his attempts ‘to procure 

there in the courts of law, he had brought 
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forward his clams in parliament, but it wag 
not until several applications had been suc. 
cessfully resisted that, in.}790, the idea of 
pleading inadequacy in point of pecuni 
compensation first occurred to the noble 
duke, after an interval of 25 years from the 
conclusion of the original bargain. The hon, 
gent, entered into a history of the proceed. 
ings of the commissioners and of the pri 
council on the duke’s claims, and contended 
that his grace’s supplementary petition was 
meant to surprise those who were unac. 
quainted with the merits of the case into an’ 
acquiescence with his wishes. Nothing. 
could be more absurd than the arguments 
that had been urged by the friends of the 
noble duke, that the British parliament had 
no power to bind the Isle of Man. It 
was by an act of parliament alone that his 
grace had any right whatever in the island, 
Without. that act he would have been ex- 
cluded from it. The circumstances attend, 
ing the negociation of the sale between the 
crown and the ancestor of the noble duke 
had been most open and honourable. With 
regard to the assertion, that the value of the 
revenues had increased, he was willing to 
adinit it; but why had they increased? Be- 
cause they had been in the hands of the Bri- 
tish parliament; because wiser measures 
had been adopted with regard to them. Had 
the new system failed, and had the revenueg 
been diminished as much as they have been 
augmented, would. it have been considered 
fair or honourable to deduct from the price 
paid for them ? Why then should the seller: 
be considered as entitled to a participatiop 
in advantages which never would have ac- 
crued had the island remained in the posses; 
sion of him or his family? In his opiniog 
the compensation already awarded was more 
than equivalent to the object gained. If 
more, however, must yet be granted, as 
British funds had benefited from the circum, 
stance, from British funds the additional re- 
muneration ought unguestionably to pros 
geed. 

Mr. Rose observed, that the duke of 
Atholl, confessedly deprived of rights for 
which no sum could be an adequate com; ° 
pensation, came to the house. for the resto 
ration of several rights, which, when grant, 
ed, could be no joss to the public. Hg 
failed in this; but although no pecuniary 
compeiisatign was at first thought of, yet, 
when it was found that the right was sold af 
a guarter of its value, it was perfectly open 
to the noble duke to bring forward the pres 
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tately concluded. If it had been deliberate- 

made, as was usual in such cases, some- 
thing might indeed be founded upon it, in 
opposition to any further compensation. But 
when the noble duke’s ancestor was told by 
the first legal authority of that day (lord 
Mansfield), that if he did not accept what 
was offered he would have nothing at all, 
was that a way to conclude a bargain, or 
were the rights voluntarily yielded? An 
hon. gent. had said, that parliament always 
had the right to legislate for the island. It 
eeriainly, however, had no such thing. The 
hon. gent. had quoted several acts in proof 
of his opinions. The fact was, that these 
acts only referred to the security of the 


-eountry against any illegal and injurious pro- 


ceedings that might be carried on iu that 
island. He had quoted the act of the 7th 
of James I. to prove that the island was not 
independent of parliament. But, what said 
lord Coke? though it was not entirely a dic- 
tum of his, but the opinion of the other 
judges. They all said, that parliament had 
not a right to legislate for the island; but 
that some special provisions might extend to 
it. For instance, parliament had a right to 
take care that it should do nothing to injure 
this country. But then it was urged, that 
the act of parliament settled the succession to 
it. Undoubtedly it was so far dependent on 
the crown, and parliament also settled the 
succession to the crown of Scotland in the 
same way. Mr. Rose then adveried’to the 
several acts relative to the island since the 
time of George I. One in particular had 
‘been mentioned by the attorney-general, in 
his opinion given on this subject, to preve 
that parliament had legislated for the Isle of 
Man. ‘[his was stated by him as ah act. to 
prevent the exportation of any goods from 
the island but its own produce. The truth 
was, however, that the object of the act 
was only to prevent the exportation of any 
goods to this eountry except its own pro- 


duce. - ‘I'he hon. gent. had said that this was | 
‘atide without emolument, and mentioned, 
‘thatin 1700 it was only 1001. per annum, 
which had been gradually: increasing till in 


1793 the revenue was 1500]. per annunt. 
What did this shew, but that the revenue 
‘was in a rapid state of improvement? It 


‘was surely proper that, in making a bargain 


on this subject, it should be considered not 
only what the revenue was at the time, but 
what it was likely to become. The right of 
the noble duke’s ancestor to the royalty of 
the island was clear, and for all the rights 
Which he possessed, he only received 70,0001. 
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without reference to any account: Mr, 
Grenville, urged hy the revenue board, had ' 
taken 5000. per aniium, and that increasing 
too, from the individual,» and only paid 
70,0001. which was no adequate compensa= 
tion even in a pecuniary view. Mr. Rose 
then defended the duke of Athol frorn the 
charge of delay and contrivance in this case, 
The hon. gent. had said that as parliament 
gave, it might take away. Suppose :it had 
given away a freehold estate, could it. take 
it again? Yet this was as complete a private 
right as any freehold estate. The way. of 
dealing here had been very extraordinary, 
aad different from what took place in other 
cases. Some said, that no pecuniary:com- 
pensation should be granted be rights of this 
sort. All he would say was; that parlia- 
ment had in several instances decided other 
wise. It was cruel to say, that after a bar- 
gain had been. concluded, in a case o 
this sort, where there was a total misap+ 
prehension of the value of the article, and 
a great reluctance on one side, a door should 
not be left vpen for further. considerations 
They said, that parliament could take mea- 
sures to cut down these rights. But it had 
no right to take such measures. There was 
a surplus revenue from the island, and from 
this the compensation was proposed tobe paid. 
It was said that the noble duke was anxious 
to have the sovereignty restored. He had 
heard nothing of this, but he was anxious 
to have a fair compensation for his pecuniary 
loss, and. to this he was.entitled en every 
principle of justice and equity, 

Sir William. Young, having taken an ac» 
tive part in the discussion on a petition pre= 
sented from.the inhabitants of Man about 
twenty years ago to the house, thought he 
could furnish the house with some lights on 
the subject. ‘That petition stated, that one 
half of those who were formerly engaged 
in the contraband trade had emigrated to 
America, and the other half had resorted to 
the fishery for support. Of thirty-two 
thousand inhabitants which the island con- 
tained, there were three thousand employed 
on the seas, being a greater number of able- 
bodied men in proportion to the popula- . 
tion of the island, than any other part of 
the united empire afforded for his mayesty’s 
navy. The ancestor of the duke of Atholl 
had farmed the revenue ot the island to-a 
merchant of Liverpool for one thousand 
pounds a year, and the duke had no right 
to claim additional compensation ii consé- 
quence of the increase of that revenue undér 


the fostering care of the British legislature, 
2G2 
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and from -the influence of the laws, the 
liberty, and the constitution of this country. 
The whole revenue of the island had been 
the year before last 11,6831. ; the expenses 
of salaries, &c. was 4,942]. the amount of 
bounties on the exportation of. herrings was 


' 40011. to which was to be added 2,000). the 


amount. of bounties with-held on red her- 
Tings exported to the Mediterranean, a con- 
sideiable branch of the trade of the island ; 
thus the expenditure would be 10,9431. out 
of arevenue of 11,683]. It was not right, 
therefore, to put the duke of Atholl in a 
situation that would make it his interest to 
subtract from the bounties for the encou- 
ragement of the fishery, in order to render 
the surplus of the revenue adequate to his 
compensation: If any compensation was to 
be. given, which he had not argued, it 
ought to be given from the public purse. 

Mr. D. Giddy followed on the same side, 
and argued, that the compensation, if any 
ought to be granted, (the contrary to which 
he maintained,) should be granted from the 
public purse. .If it was in consequence of 
the public advantages derived from the trans- 
action, that the compensation was demand- 
ed, it was but just the public should pay. 
If a pension were to be given to any indi- 
vidual for public services, it would be unjust 
to make a particular parish supply the in- 
‘come, 

Mr. Kinnaird supported the claim of the 
noble duke. He observed that the objections 
to that claim had teen directed rather against 
the manner than the matter of it. Gentle- 
‘men treated this as a hatdship on the in- 
“habitants of the Isle of Man; that was no 
more matter of objection than the practice 
of granting to persons in this country pen- 
sions upon the Irish establishment ; a prac- 
‘tice which was common, and not objected 


~ to. He thought the fermer bargain between 


“government and the duke of Atholl in 1765, 
‘when seventy thousand pounds were allow- 
-ed, extremely hard upon the noble duke. 
In point of fact, the whole revenne cf the 
island was his sole property, and he was 
“the sole legislator also of the island, at least 


he possessed absolute power over the re- 


venue, and he had a right to the enjoyment 
‘of the whole of its surplus, as much as our 


sovereign had to his civil list, all of which 
‘the duke gave up; nor had the present 


noble duke the means of resisting the hard 
bargain made in 1765, he had therefore a 
claim on the justice and liberality of the 
house. As to the opinion which the at- 


’ torney-general had given on this subject 


adverse to the claim of the nobl¢ duke, it 
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was observable that learned gentleman did 
not attend to support that opinion, and it 
was therefore fair to infer he had changed 
it. With regard to the length of time which 
had elapsed since the agreement was made ; 
to make use of that as an argument against 
altering it now, was really the most unjust 
and pernicious mode of reasoning that could 
be adopted in parliament ; for it was maki 
government. say this—we will. resist your 
claim for forty years, and at the end of it 
tell you that your claim is barred by length 
of time, and that too in a case in which we 
are both party and judge! For these and 
other reasons he supported the motion for 
entering into an investigation of the claim 
in acommittee of the whole house. 

Mr. Johnstone felt it extremely unpleasant 
to oppose the claims of an individual so dig. 
tinguished as the noble duke, but he hada 
paramount duty to perform. He never vo- 
ted away any of the money of the public, 
but under circumstances in which he would 
consent to give away his own. In this case, 
upon a full view of it, he did not think 
himself justified in assenting to, on the con- 


trary, he thought himself called upon to op. » 


pose the claim of the noble duke. 

Mr. Harrison was averse to the grant. 
ing any thing further by way of compen- 
sation to the noble duke, on the ground 
that it had been settled forty years ago, and 


that the opinions of the law officers of the. 


crown were decidedly against the claim of 
the noble duke. He thought the long lapse 
of time since the bargain an argument against 
the claim, otherwise no bargain made for the 
public was secure. The money paid for the 
island had been Jaid out in lands in Scot- 
land, and the increase of emolument upon 
it must be much greater than the inerease 
of the revenue of the island. 

Lord Henniker thought the house had 


right at all times to correct errors as they, 


appeared, let them be of ever so long 
standing ; and under all the circumstances, 
he did in his conscience think the duke of 
Atholl entitled to compensation ; as to the 
amount, that was a matter to be settled by 
the committee. 

Sir Williams thought the compensa. 
tion very ample at the time, and was de- 
cidedly against any further compensation 
whatever. 

Mr. Windham wished to record his senti- 
ments upon the subject. The burthen of 
proof was on those who supported this 
claim. He contended that there was no 
compulsion upon the duke of Atholl to 
assent to the terms he agreed to in the 
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‘and my honours, but give more money, 


-ought to feel any sympathy with the noble 


‘ation: and as to the value of the revenues 
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vear 1765. Not a word was heard against 
this bargain for twenty-five years together, 
therefore there was no presumption that it 
was improperly made. It was said, that if 
the duke of Atholl had not taken what was 
offered to him by. government, he would 
have had nothing ; true, but then he would 
have had his estate, for he was not bound to 

t from it, as the proprietors of estates, 
sces; &c. were obiiged to do in the case 
of every road or canal bill, your wet docks 
and the like, where the commissioners said, 
we must have your property at all events, 
and you shall have for it only what we offer, 
or what a jury will give you, but the pro- 
perty you shall not keep. .The noble duke 
Bight have kept his; there was therefore 
nocompulsion. He did not say the sum 
given was equivalent for the regalities and 
honours which belonged to the duke of 
Atholl, but if he chose to barter them for 
money, he should not afterwards fix a 
higher pecuniary value on them. That 
money was the object was clear, for the 
noble duke did not say, give back my titles 


therefore he did not see that the house 


duke for the aristocracy of this case, for it 
was a mere question of pecuniary consider- 


of the Isle of Man, the answer was, that 
the prosperity of the island was what par- 
liament itself had created by its laws and 
regulations ; and now it -was asked of par- 
liament to grant to the duke of Athol a sum 
of money on account of the prosperity 
which they had themselves procured to the 
country. He considered the opinion of the 
attorney-general, as given in the report of 
that learned gentleman, of great weight in 
this case, as hostile to the claim of the noble 
duke ; it must be taken for granted that the 
learned gentleman retained that opinion, at 
least the house had some reason to lament 
he did not attend to support his former opi- 
nion, or to announce his conversion: He 
thought that if this claim was granted, 
there would be no end of applications to 
parliament on this ‘subject, because the 
principle would be established, that the 
duke of Atholl’s family hai a right to com- 
pensation in proportion as the prosperity of 
the Isle of Man increased ; so it would be 
for ever growing with our growth, strength- 
‘ening with our strength. He related a story 
of aman and a cat tied at each end of a 
Yopé, and thrown into the water, and it 
‘was said that the aversion of the cat to that 


proportionate to her aversion, she Kept her- 


self above it, andthe man belowit: In the 
present case, the aversion of one party to 
what was called a bad bargain would create 
extraordinary exertion, nor could there be 
wanting some assistants for that purpose,” 
so that the stronger body of the two should 


He did not say, or mean to insinuate that 


ance to him. 

Mr. Sheridan said he had listened with 
attention to his friends who had opposed the 
claim of the duke of Atholl, under some 
apprehension they might change his opinion 
upon that subject ; but instead of doing so, 
they had each in his turn confirmed him in 
that opinion. He did not think his right 
hon. friend (Mr. Windham) had enriched 
his speech that night so much as he 
usually did by lively sallies of wit and 
sprightly eloquence. He did not think much 


the rope, and the man‘at the other, unless 
for the mere pun on the Isle of Man ; it 
reminded him, however, of the exertions 
of his hon. friends with regard to their 
pulling at the end of the rope against the 
claim of the noble duke, for it certainly was 


‘* a long pull, a strong pull, and a pull ‘all 


together.” He suspected, indeed, from the 
manner in which his hon. friends had op- 
posed this claim, that they had not given 
themselves the trouble of reading it; which 
remined him of a learned friend of his, whe 
was once attorney-general, although he 
usually voted on the opposition side of the 
house, who had spoken to him of the peace 
after the American war, and reprobated it in 
the mostseveremanner. ‘‘ Whatdoyouthink 
of the 7th article ? Have you read that ?’ 
said I. ‘* No.” said he, “ I do not think 
that any part of it is fit to be read.” So 
here his hon. friends did not think the 
claim of the duke of Athol was fit to be 
read, otherwise it was to him manifest 
they would not oppose it as they did. He 
considered the letters of. Mr. Hammersley 
and of the late duke of Atholl, as conclusive 
evidence that seventy thousand pounds was 
not then considered as a sufficient compen- 
sation. In his letter to lord Mansfield, fe2 
questing his lordship’s advice, he sent a 
detailed estimate of the losses at six hunt 
dred and twenty thousand pounds. -It could 
not be presumed that he would have sent 
such estimate, if it had been evidently end 


element was such, that her exertions being, 


most ridiculously over the value. Neither 


be kept under and drawn through the water. — 
this matter appeared to those who supported — 


itas.a job; if itdid, they would not support 
it, he was assured ; but it had that appear= 


of the story of the cat'tied atone end of - 
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_ .did lord Mansfield appear to consider it so. 
As;to the value of the royalties, it should 
be-recollected at what a very high rate the 


' heritable jurisdictions in Scotland were pur- | 


chased up.- Near one hundred and fifty 
thousand pounds had been given to purchase 
tha. which in income did not exceed eight 
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ments that had been advanced in favour of 
the motion; after which the house bei 
very loud for the question, a division took 
place: Ayes 95, Noes 38—Majority in fa. 
vour of the claim, 57. ; 


[Messace ¥roM THE KuinG.} — The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer brought down 


‘hundred pounds per annum, and at that time a message from his majesty, for which see 
the duke: of Argyle received twenty-one the proceedings of the house of lords. Ags 
thousand pounds, for what did not really} soon as the message was read from tlie 
bring in money more than twenty-eight | chair, the right hon. gent. gave notice, that 


re per annum. The duke had not let 
. his claims sleep in silence, but had urged 


them to parliament in several bills that had 


‘been proposed since the revestment. Upon 
the whole, so far from considering it to be 
{as some gentlemen termed it) an infamous 
and scandalous job, he considered it ‘a claim 
that rested on strict justice, and was sup- 
‘ported by the clearest evidence ; he there- 
‘fore felt it his duty, as a member of that 
house, to support it. 

Mr. Willerforce begged the house se- 
riously to consider that the pregent de- 
. mand was not so much upon the revenues 
of the Isle of Man, as upon the consoli- 
dated fund of Great-Britain and the money 
of their constituents. He ridiculed the es- 


timate of 620,000]. sent in by the late duke 


of Atholl, and said it would seem as if his 
grace had considered the sovereignty of the 
Isle of Man as something nearly equivalent 
in value to the crown of Poland, which 
was estimated at a million in the following 
lines, . 

*¢ The crown of Poland, venal twice an age, 

To just a million stinted modest. Gage.” 


‘He then read extracts of letters from both | 


the duke and duchess of Atholl (the duchess 
being the heiress. of the island) in which 
they both consider seventy thousand pounds 
asa full equivalent for what they were going 
to lose. He positively denied that any com- 
mittee had as yet reported in favour of the 
duke’s claim, and he thought if it was now 
granted, it would be a precedent to thatfamily 
to come again at a future time, and demand 
still farther compensation. 

Mr, Barham thought it extremely im- 
roper to give the name of an intamous 
b to a measure that any considerable num- 

, a of members in that house might think 
it their duty to support. If even the charge 
owas consistent with truth, it was language 
not consistent with good manners He 
then entered into the consideration of the 
claim of his grace, which he-stronlgy sup- 
ported. 

_ Mr. Curwen replied to the different argu- 


‘he should move on Friday next, that hi 
majesty’s most gracious message be referr 
to a committee of supply, not imagining that 
on that day it would provoke much debate, 
as the subject matter of the message was 
likely to occupy much of the next day’s 
discussion, 
| _ Mr. Fox was ready to allow that much of 
what the message referred to might very 
likely come under discussion the next day, 
| but not so entirely and distinctly as when 
the right hon. gent. intended more imme- 
diately to submit it to the consideration of 
the house. It was therefore his opinion, 
that the more proper moment for entering 
‘into a discussion of the message, would be 
on the motion that the speaker do leave the 
chair.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, June 20. 
[Mixures]—Counsel were further heard 
in the committee of privilege relative to the 
claim of sir Cecil Bishop to the Barony of 
Zouch.—Strangers were then excluded for 
some time, during which some bills were 
brought up from the commons. After oun 
re-admission, the Lottery bill, the Militia Pay 
and Clothing bill, the Militia Adjutant’s bill, 
the Militia Subaltern’s bill, and some other 
bills, were read a third time and passed ; as 
was also the Irish Commissioner’s bill, after 
a few observations from the earl of Suffolk 
relative to the Barrack Department in Ireland 
and this country.—The Turnpike Act 
Amendment bill was also read a third time 
and passed, after leaving out, on the motion 
of the duke of Norfolk, the clause which 
gave the whole penalty to be applied to the 
repairs of the road.—The earl of Suffolk pre- 
sented a petition from the churchwardens 
and inhabitants of St. Pancras against th St. 
Pancras Poor bil:, but in consequen: 
some informality it was withdrawn, for the ° 
purpose of being presented again to-morrow. 


Masesry’s Messace.]—The order 


a the day being moved for taking his majes*_ 
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ty's most gtacious message into considera- 
tion; which, as well as the message in ques- 
tion, (see p. 447), being read, 

Lord Mulgrave said, that with respect to 
the address which he should have the ho- 
nour of moving on the occasion of his ma- 
jesty’s message, he felt it unnecessary, at 
Jeast'in the first instance, to trouble their 
lordships with any observations. The ad- 
dress he should propose did not tend to 

ledge the house to any specific line of pro- 
ceeding, beyond that which he was confident 
every one of their lordships would wish to 
adopt on the occasion. | Tite address, merely 
founded on the message, would speak for it- 
self, and to its substance, he thought no ob- 
jection could possibly be made. At the 
same time, he wished, in case any objection 
should be made, it might be understood he 
was at liberty to offer some observations to 
their lordships upon the subject. The noble 
secretary then moved an address to the fol- 


lowing effect : ‘ to return the thanks of the. 


house to his majesty for his most gracious 


‘communication ; and to assure his majesty, 


that the house would readily concur in ena- 
bling his majesty to take due advantage of 
such opportunities as may occur, and to ful- 
fil such engagements as the exigencies of af- 
fairs may require.”—On the question being 
t 
The Earl of Carysfort rose and said, that 
the question then before the house involved 
those propositions, on which it had been his 
intention to have troubled their lordships 
with his sentiments. In observing upon the 
proceeding of yesterday, and the question 
‘under consideration that evenirte, he should 


have to call their lordships’ attention to the | 


communication from the throne at the open- 
ing of the session, the proceedings adopted 
in consequence, and the degree of confident 
expectation which these communications ne- 
cessarily excited. ‘The question now before 
their lordships, notwithstanding the way,in 
which the noble secretary seemed to treat it, 
was one of great and peculiar importance. 
He thought he was authoritatively founded, 
in asserting that the vote of credit, to which 
the message and the address evidently refer- 
ted, was to a greater extent than any pro- 
posed in similar circumstances, that ever 
appeared upon the records of parliament 

e was authorised to say, hecause it was 
publicly spoken of, that the provision in- 
tended tq be made, for enabling his majesty’s 
ministers to pursue whatever line of conduct 
they should think proper, was no less than 
the enormoys sum of five millions; an 
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amount equal tothe whole revenue of many- 
of the potentates of the first rank in Europe. 
At a proceeding of this kind, he was perfect- 
ly astonished. He would ask upom what 
grounds ministers could expect so immense 
a sum to be confided to their disposal, with- 
out any knowledge on the part of parliament | 
of any particular object they had in contem- 
plation; or without any intimation. whatever 
being given, as to the political views to 
which their advice to his majesty was to be _ 
directed ? He was astonished how the noble 
secretary of state could imagine it possible 
that such a proceeding could be passed over 
in silence in that house. In their capacity 
of hereditary counsellors of the crown, it 
was impossible they could so far forget all 
the duties they owed to their sovereign, as to 
remain silent on so extraordinary an occa- 
sion. ‘They could not, under such a circum- 
stance, forbear to exercise that general su- 
perintendance over all the great concerns of 
the state, which was constitutionally vested: 
in them; particularly with reference to an 
important crisis in the history of the coun- 
try, induced by the improvident advice of 
those whom his majesty had called to his 
councils; of those who had hitherto given 
no probable ground of hope that the affairs 
of the country would be brought to a favour-. 
able or happy issue. He had to condemn 
, the general system adopted by ministers with 
' respect to communications to parliament on 
the state of political affairs: the advice of 
that great council of the nation should be 
frequently taken, and communications, con- 
taining true information respecting the state 
of public affairs, ought frequently to be — 
made. If a line-of conduct, founded upon 
that principle, had been pursued, they would 
not now have to lament that the country 
was without a single ally upon the continent 
of Europe, and that ministers, with respect 
to forming a connexion with foreign powers, 
had been for more than six months perfectly - 
inactive. If a different line of conduct from. 
that adopted by his majesty’s ministers, had 
been followed, they should not now have to 
fear the effects of the preponderating power 
and influence of France. They would see 
that foreign powers, instead of resisting our 
solicitations, and instead of keeping aloof, 
would court alliance and connexion with — 
Great Britain, and even themselves propose 
to confederate with it, in order to secure a 
lasting peace to Europe, founded on the se- 
curity and independence of eyery nation in 
it. But the steps taken of late years, on the 
part of this cquntry, were such as tended to 
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-a tendency even to shake the confidence 


-of foreign powers in the conduct of Great 
: Britain, and certainly to overturn that ‘wise 
and vigorous system of our ancestors with 
-Fespect to their foreign policy. In discus- 
_sing this important part of the subject, he 
-called their lordships’ attention te the late 
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pone effects diametrically opposite ; they 


were then masters of every sea in the world 
the united naval force of Europe could net 
act with effect against us. We had a force 
sufficient, as ‘was stated by ministers, ampl 

sufficient for the defence of the country, and 
they even boasted, that they had collected jn 
arms, a body of men, constituting a military 
force, superior to that of any country in the 


“treaty of peace, in consequence of which 
country was entirely left by: itself, solely 
‘dependant on its own strength, and under 
_. continual apprehension of invasion by a con- 
tinental enemy. ‘That measure, and the 
- correspondent line of conduct pursued by his 
‘~majesty’s ministers, reduced this country to 
the necessity of maintaining a large internal 
military, force, and entailed a great additional 
burthen upon the people. It was impossible 
that we could long act upon such a system ; 
-it was. incompatible with the interests or se- 
curity of a country whose prosperity so much 
‘depended upon its commerce and the free- 
dom of its constitution—With respect to 
-the occasion to which he had recently advert- 
ed (the treaty of Amiens), it was with satis- 
faction he reflected that he had concurred 
with some other noble lords, in declaring at 
that time his convictions relative to that 
.inauspicious measure, and of those conse- 
_ quences which must, of necessity, result 
yey it; and their lordships could not but 
recollect, that when the definitive treaty was 
under consideration, the ministers were not 
only distinctly warned of the consequences 
of the measure, but advised to adopt a spe- 
cific line of conduct, by which that spirit of 
. encroachment, which, even at that very 
time, was manifested by France, might be 
counteracted and those pledges retained, 
bywhich the enemy might be compelled, on 
their parts, to a due execution of the treaty. 
‘Unfortunately for the country, ministers then 
‘thought proper to disregard those warnings, 
and preferred to act in such a way, as if the 
situation of Europe and the conduct of 
France, wete not such as must not render it 
mecessary again to recur to force. ‘The mea- 
sure to which he adverted, could not be call- 
eda treaty of peace ; it was, in point of fact, 
a mere suspension of arms. ‘The country 
‘was again plunged in war, and it wasa rsd 
imposed upon that house to enquire wi 
respect to. the system of conducting it; and 
to consider the probabilities under that sys- 
tem, of its being brought to a safe and fa- 
voutable issue. In this view of the question, 
they would have to compare the present si- 
tuation of the country with that in which it 
stood at the commencement of the war. We 


world ; that its numbers, of all descriptions, 
exceeded eight hundred thousand men jp 
arms. Let their lordships contrast that with 
the present state of the country, and it would 
be seen what a use ministers made of such 
extraordinary powers. With a naval force 
exceeding in number seven hundred ships, 
the enemy's marine not only received no 
blow, but they were able to continue, with- 
out interruption, all their preparations for 
the invasion of the country. In every’ res. 
pect were the enemy now superior to us, 
not only in a military, but in a naval point 
of view, and the country had reason this mo- 
ment to tremble for the safety of its foreign 
possessions, . particularly its western posses- 
sions ; and the security of its trading ships 
not so much depended on the superiority’ of 
its marine as on the favourable effects of 
chance, and the apparent hope existed of a 
renewal of those continental connexions, on 
which the interests and. security of Great 
Britain and Europe reciprocally depended. 
Their lordships had no information whether 
the negotiations with Russia, or with any 
other continental power, were with a ‘view 
to hostile operations, nor ever whether any 
proofs of a pacific disposition, appeared 
on the part of the enemy ; but merely that 
the sovereign did not think himself -enabled 
to make a communication on the subject to 
the house. These serious and important 
considerations, he thought, called for expla- 
nation on the part of ministers. Their con- 
duct in these instances, was widely different 
from that adopted by our ancestors ; and, 
illustrating this, his lordship particularly re- 
ferred ito the communications made to par- 
liament, at and subsequent to the period of 
forming the grand alliance against France in 
the reign of William III. Some of these, 
with the answers, particularly of the com- 
mons, were quoted by his lordship, who fre- 
quently advised the crown as to the prefer- 
-able line of conduct to be pursued. The 
happy and beneficial effects of such a mode 
of proceeding was, he contended, sufficiently 
apparent. Let their lordships, on the pre- 
sent occasion, follow these great and par. 
triotic examples of their ancestors. Let them 
shew, by every means in their power, by 
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Janguage, and by theif actions, their leged unfitdesd of his majesty’s present mi- 


‘impressed, he would beg leave to suggest an 


‘it would go to give his majesty the highest 
‘house ; that they would not merely concur 
enabling his majesty to make the best advan- 
ge of any opportunity that might arise. 


motion for the address, by leaving out a part 


eh included a request in purport, ‘ that 


” Lord Mulgrave rose, and begged permis- 


‘sion of the far greater number of the con- 
_ siderations adverted to by the noble earl who 


“guestion involving any thing tending to se- 
parate this country from its connexions with 
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rm determination to give every support to 
his majesty, but in such a way a8 miy b 
most conducive to the great ends they all 
had in view. Let them shew their deter- 
mination to secure the full benefits of the 
invaluable constitution of the country. Let 
fem remember, that the king of the united 
kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland was 
placed in a different situation from that of 
other potentates in Europe. Let the general 
sense, spirit, and wishes of his people be ex- 
pressed to him, by their constitutional or- 

1, the parliament.. On these principles, 
and under the convictions by which he was 


amendment, the ultimate object of which, 
however, was, that of the proposed address ; 


assurances of the fullest support of that 


in a vote for a limited sum, but assure 
him of their full and cordial assistance, in 


e should therefore move to amend the 


of it, as originally proposed, and inserting, 
instead thereof, a declaration of the house to 
the above effect; the concluding part of 
his majesty would be graciously pleased not 
to prorogue his parliament, until his majesty 
should be enabled to communicate more ful- 
ly the state of his negotiations with foreign 
powers, &c.’’—On this the question being 
put ; 


sion of the house to offer a few observations ; 
he was not disposed to enter into a discus- 


proposed the amendment, as he was totally 
at a loss to conceive how most of the obser- 
vations made by him could apply to the ques- 
tion before the house. So far from that 


the continent, that principle was expressly 
recognised, and a disposition of the part of 
his majesty to uphold that system of con- 
hexion ; inasmuch as the intimate connexion 

etween the interests and prosperity of his 
dominions, with the security and indepen- 
dence of Eurqpe, was expressed in terms. A 
feat part of the noble earl’s speech, how- 
,ever, turned Jon questions, respecting the 
application of the powers of the country, its 
Bieans of defence and offence, atid the al- 
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nisters to administer those means and 


be | powers, with honour to his majesty, or with 


safety and advantage to his dominions. And, 


on thosé questions, as arising out of thé no- 


ble earl’s speech, ‘he begged leave to offer’a 
few remarks.—First, with respect to the 
state of our military defence, the exertions of 
government, for the las‘ sixteen months, were 
such as, he was confident, would give satis- 
faction to the house. Those, he was sure, 
never had been exceeded, under similar cirs 
cumstances, in any country whatever. With- 
in that period no less than 37,000 men had 
been added to the disposable force of the 
country. So that at this moment our dis- 
posable force was at Jeast one hundred and 
nineteen thousand men. With respect to 
the provision made for the defence of our 
colonial possessions, no less than seventeen 
thousand men had been dispatched for: their 
security. The relative naval force of this 
country, compared with that of the enemy, 
was every way superior. The number of 
ships actually in commission was no Jess than 
ninety-one sail of the line. These were at- 
tually in service. The total amount of the 
enemy’s naval force, from the best informa. 
tion they could collect, did not exceed eighty-+ 
three ships of the line, including Dutch, 
Spanish, and French. In addition to our 
ships of the line, we had in service twelve 
tifty gun ships. Of that description of force, 
added to our ships of the line, we had a de- 
cided superiority, in point of number, of at 
least twenty ships. We had still a greater 
proportion of frigates. With this aggregate 
force, we had every where a clear and de- 
cided superiority ; and, very lately, the 
whole of the enemy’s naval force was closely 
blocked up in their ports. On this point, 
their lordships would of course consider the 
impossibility of any government counting 
upon that which depended on no ‘human 
foresight or power—their inability to antici- 
pate or to prevent the changes and fiuctua- 
tions of winds and weather, and on which 
these kind of naval operations absolutely de- 
pended. From the moment they heard of 
the escape of a part of the enemy’s naval» 
force from their ports, not an instant was 
lost in sending detachments in pursuit of 
them. Under such circumstances, it would 
be equally impossible for any government to 
obtain accurate information, as to the desti- 
nation of squadrons which had so eseaped, 
But he could fully assure their lordships, 
that under these circumstances, every pos- 
sible precaution had been taken on the part 
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of government to counteract and defeat the ; endeavoured to preserve that degree of can 


operations and efforts of the enemy. With 
respect to the state of the negotiations in 
question, he had to observe, that their ac- 
tual state rendered it improper to make a 
communication to parliament upon them. 
In the amendment proposed by the noble 
ear], a request was made to his majesty that 
parliament should not be prorogued until 
such communications should be made to the 
house. With regard to this, he would ask 
on what ground such a requisition was made? 
Did such a practice obtain on former occa- 
sions? Did it take place at any period of the 


late extensive and eventful warfare? Cer- | 


tainly not. 
objéct to which the address more immediate- 
ly referred, it was the uniform practice in all 
the late wars, to come to a vote of credit si- 
milar.to that now proposed, to enable go- 
vernment to take advantage of such contin- 
gent circumstances as might drise, dyring 
the recess of parliament. Under the existing 
’ circumstances, the sovereign had not been 
able to make a direct communication on the 
topics adverted to by parliament. He would 
submit to the house, whether it was either 
constitutional or consistent with the practice 
_ of parliament, to interfere with the progress 
of negotiations, the conduct of which was, 
by the constitution, exclusively in the crown. 
His majesty would be advised by his con- 
fidential servants and ministers, when such 
a communication could properly be made ; 
_ and he would therefore put it to the house, 
whether at the present moment, and under 
the existing circumstances, they would not 
put fhe same degree of confidence in mi- 
nisters, which on similar oceasions, they 
had formerly done ?—-After the noble secre- 
_ tary had concluded, a pause for two or three 
minutes took place, and no peer shewed a 
disposition to speak, At length, 

Lord Hawkestury rose and observed, 
that he felt it his duty, on the present oc- 
casion, to second, by every argument in 
his power, what had fallen from his noble 
colleague, 


With respect to the particular | 


| 
| 


nexion with foreign powers, which it way 


of the utmost importance to the interests 


of the country to keep up. That this 
principle was steadily kept in view, and 
duly asserted, he could refer to the discus. 
sions which took place on the late prelimi. 
nary and definitive treaties of peace. But, 
he must observe, long before these treaties, 
that the fate of the continent had been de. 
cided—he alluded'to the provisions of the 
treaty of Luneville. After that measure, 
with a view to our own particular interest, 
and even to the relative situations of the 
powers on the continent, it was thought 
more expedient to husband our resources, 
than to continue the struggle alone, iy 
which, if this country had persisted, it would 


, be necessary to have engaged single handed 


with the enemy, without first trying the ex. 
periment of peace. He would state dis. 
tinctly, that the principles upon which the 
treaty. of Amiens proceeded, were not 
only those which were best for the in. 
terests of this country, but for those of the 
continent of Europe. Ever since that pe- 
riod, he contended there was no opportunity 
lost whatever, of forming a beneficial con- 
nexion with foreign powers ; but the cit. 
cumstances under which, and the reasons 
why such endeavours did not succeed, forms 
ed entirely distinct questions; but the ob- 
ject had been constantly pursued, and no 
ground existed for imputing blame in that 
respect to the conduct of his majesty’s go. 
vernment.—The question now hefore their 
lordships might be resolved into a narrow 
compass. In the opinion of his majesty, 
considering the season of the year, and the 
state of the public, it was proper speedily 
to put an end to the session of parliament, 
In this view, the usual vote of credit was 
proposed, and which, in due course, would 
come before their lordships to be decided 
on. But it seemed the objections were 
made not so much for what the message did 
contain, as for what it did not contain, 


Without entering into a minute ; However, in point of fact, there was nothing 


* detail of the objections of the noble earl, | in the address which at all militated against 
he could not allow certain of his allusions to | those principles which the noble lord so 
pass without making some observations upon | strongly asserted ; nor did .it go to pledge 
them, First, upon the expediency and ad- them to any more than what the house 
vantage of continental connexions, upon ; recognised, and by its vate repeatedly sancy 
which point so much had been said, no- 


. peer in that house, he believed, entertained 


the smallest difference of opinion. Ministers 
of the present session, and from the cd 


‘ponding- address voted by the house—they 


always found it the interest of the country, 
and always felt it their duty to attend. to 


the relative state of the continent, and | 


tioned. Indeed, both the message and the 
address grew actually out of the speech 
delivered by his majesty, on the first day 
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were, therefore, not called: upon to 


i | 
| 
| 
| | 
| 

tres, 


PAS RESR SS re 


PARL. DEBATES, 20, 1805.—to Continental Connesions. 


exce under any principles, but those they 
admitted on the first day of the session ;. in 
jllustratiofi of which, the noble secretary 


read a part of the address alluded to, and| 


which particularly referred to the passing 
communications between his majesty and the 
emperor of Russia. The negociations which 
subsequently took place had not yet been 
prought to that point in which his majesty 
could make a regular parliamentary com- 
munication. Was there any thing in that 
consideration not arising out of the con- 
stitution of this country, or out of the prac- 
tice of parliament ? Did it imply blame to 
government, because the state of nego- 
ciations was not laid before parliament be- 
fore they had come to some result? He 
did not mean to deny there might exist 
some particular cases where it might be the 
duty of parliament to call for the state of 
negociations while pending. But, he be- 
lieved, it was the generally understood 
ractice of the house, more especially of 
te years, and generally admitted, that to 
communicate negociations while pending 
would be to frustrate their objects ; torender 
them productive of no rea] benefit ; and lastly, 
to exonerate ministers from that responsi- 
bility which otherwise they would bear. 
The question before the house was by no 
means one of principle, it was solely a 
question of discretion: under a principle 
generally admitted, they might surely de- 
cide upon that which might be fitting the 
interests of the country, without waiting 
for the issue of negociations; more especially 
on a question not involving any principle, 
but merely its application. Under all the 
circumstances of the case, he could see 
no solid reason whatever for adopting the 
amendment. The address, as his noble 
friend had well stated, pledged the house 
tonothing, but what they all concurred in, 
wamely, to support his majesty; and even 
that-did not pledge them in one point be- 
yond their address on the first day of the 
session. He saw no good ground for voting 
for the amendment ; therefore he should 
resist its adoption. 

The Ear! of Carlisle said, the amendment 
proposed by his noble friend was of so 
simple a nature, that he thought there could 
be no hesitation in agreeing to it, as it 
merely proposed to ask his majesty to suffer 
parliament. to continue sitting for some 
time longer, in order that they might have 
the information constitutionally given to 
them of the result of the negociations with 


thé'continental powers. This was, hecon-. 
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ceived, in many views of the subject, to be 
considered as the right mode of acting. It. 
could not be supposed for a moment that 
he could be so absurd as to require infor- 
mation relative to the negociation whilst 
it was depending ; all he wished was, that 
instead of being prorogued, parliament might 
be allowed to adjourn, in order that a com- 
munication of the result of the negociation 
now depending, might be made to it as 
soon as possible after such information had 
been received. It was well known to what 
purposes information upon similar subjects 
might be turned in this country, and it 
was therefore highly desirable, in that point’ 
of view, that the information upon this sabe 
ject, when received, should be communicated 
to parliament and the public with all possible 
dispatch. ‘The state of Ireland also was 
another material consideration, although, — 
thank God, nothing serious had followed 
the agitation of the catholic claims. If the 
amendment of his noblefriend was agreed to, 
there would then also be no necessity for 
the bill which the noble secretary of state 
had signified his intention to bring in, and 
which, perhaps, might not pass the house 
of commons, for continuing the effect of 
the proceedings relative to Mr. Justice Fox 
to the next session, as they might then be 
continued by adjournment, without the ne-" 
cessity of any bill of that nature. The 
amendment proposed by his noble friend 
might be a vovel measure; but it was call- 
ed for by the novelty of our sifuaiion. He 
did not mean to impute any blame to mi- 
nisters, on account of the sailing of the 
enemy’s fleets, but it was unfortunate, 
and still more so, that we should have no 
intelligence of their ccurse, and that his’ 


‘majesty’s ministers should be entirely ignorant 


of their destination. He had heatd, however, 
rumours upon this subject, which he hoped 
the noble lord whom he now saw for the 
first time in his place, (lord Barham) would, 
contradict. He had heard it rumoured that 
vessels had been given what was considered 
as the best cruizing ground, without re- 
ference to their stations, when they ought 
to have been employed in watching the 
enemy. He hoped, however, that this ra- 
mour would be contradicted by the nobie ” 
lord to whom he had alluded, and declaréd 
to be, as very probably it was, entirely . 
destitute of foundation. With respect, 
however, to what had been stated by the 
noble lord as to the number of ovr ships’ 
of the line, he believed it would be foand 
that.only three additional shi_s of the line 
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‘were put into commission during 7 a by the noble earl who had just sat down, 
ad- 


year.. With respect to the army, he ad- the former having been so short a time ig 
mitted that the drafts from the militia had the house. These facts, however,’ spok 
been of use, but with the exception of this for themselves, as to the exertions of his 
measure, what had beep done to augment majesty’s ministers; nor could he omj 
our army, or increase our disposable force ? . paying a just tribute of epplaniss to the in. 
There was still another reason for agreeing | defatigable exertions of the noble viscount 
tothe amendment of his noble friend, and (Melville) who lately quitted the Admiralty, 
that was the dissentions which were known and who had been unceasingly employed 
to exist in his majesty’s cabinet. Instead of during his continuance in office in endea. 
being employed in considering how the vouring to place the navy upon that footin 
country was to be extricated from its diffi- which the exigencies of the country recital 


culties, almost the whole time of ministers , His exertions had been followed «up by those 


was known to be taken up in endeavouring | of the noble lord now at the head of the 
to reconcile disputes which were continually Admiralty, whose endeavours were un. 
taking plece. ‘These things were notorious, remittingly directed to the same end. Ha. 
every person in the strect talked of them, he ving made these statements, in answer to 
could not meet a person in the street that the assertion made by noble lords on the 
he new, but he was asked who's in, and other side, he should conclude by express. 


out, have done great mischief to our West- 


-. small part. were limited in their service. 


* hundred vessels added to the navy of Great- 


who’s ovt ?—he could only answer I don't | 
know, but the Rochfort squadron have been | 


India possessions, and have returned home 
unmolested ; the Toulon squadron is out, 
and gone God knows where, or what mis- 
chief it may do. For these reasons he 
should vote for the amendment of his 
noble friend. 

_ Earl Camden said, he conceived this to be 
a mere usual proceeding with respect to a 
vote of credit, nor could he discover any 
reason for the amendment moved by the 
noblelord. The two points which had been 
chiefly insisted upon by the noble lord who 
moved the amendment, and by the noble 
lord who had just sat down, related to the 
army and the navy. With regard to the 
former he could confirm the statements of 
his noble friend that since the 5th January 
1804, 37,000 men had been added to our 
disposable force, and that 17,000 men had 
been sent to defend our foreign possessions. 
Added to this, our whole effective regulz 
force amounted to 174,899 men, which was 
3,000 more than the greatest army we had 
during the last war; ‘and of these but a 


With respect to the navy his noble friend 
was in an error, as instead of 93 there were 
now 98 ships of the line in actual service, 
besides twelve 50-gun ships, whilst last year 
there were only 81. Since last June 170 
vessels of different descriptions had been put. 
into commission, whilst 72. had been lost, 
taken, or broken up as unfit for service, 
leaving a balance therefore of near one 


Britain. He gave these details instead of 


the noble lord who had heen called upon 


ing his determination to vote against the 
amendment. 
Earl Darnley said, he could not agree ij 
the conclusions drawn by the noble lo 
from his statements, nor in his determina. 
tion to vote against the amendment. "As to 
the army, after deducting the draughts from 
the militia, nothing had beet done to in- 
crease our disposable force, except b 
means of the additional force act, the only 
measure of the present administration, oF 
culated for that purpose, and which, when 
he last agidressed their lordships upon the 
subject, had produced only 300 men. With 
respect to the number of vessels mentioned 
by the noble lord to have been added to the 
navy, he had endeavoured to prove to their 
] al Baa upon a former occasion, and he 
was still of opinion, that many of those 
which had been purehased were unfit for 
the purposes of the public service. When, 
however, he saw the fleets of the enemy 
sailing in every direction, and ministerg 
unable even to give a guess as to their 
destination, he thought it impossible that 
there could be the least hesitation in - 
ing to the amendment proposed by the noble 
lord. . The reason also mentioned by the 
noble lord (Carlisle) as to the disputes and. 
dissensions notoriously known to exist if 
the cabinet, was with him also a cogen 
reason for agreeing to the amendment. — 
The Earl of Westmoreland said, he ba 
listened attentively to noble lords on the 
other side, but he had been unable to dis- 
cover any reason whatever for the new and 
extraordinary measure which was now ptv- 
‘posed, nainely, to with the king's 
prerogative, by praying his majesty not to 
prorogue his parliament—and until whep did 
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noble lords wish. that the session should be 
‘pe continued? ‘Was it to be continued un- 
ti they should be pleased to address his ma- 
jesty to put an end tait, or did they mean 


that the parliament should continue perma- 


nently sitting? “Certainly no substantial 
reason had been alleged for so novel and ex- 
traordinary a measure ; neither had the mea- 
sure itself which was proposed, been stated 
in any intelligible shape. Noble lords had 
blamed ministers for suffering the enemy's 
fleets to escape, and upon this subject he 
expected that a noble friend of his in the blue 
bband (ear] Spencer) would rise to defend 
himself. During the period that that noble 
lord was at the head of the admiralty the 
Brest fleet came out of port and got to Ire- 
land, without molestation ; the Toulon fleet 


_ got safe to Egypt, an expedition which gave 


occasion ‘to the glorious victory gained on 
that coast; so at this period the enemy’s 
fleets had escaped, but as no blame was im- 
putable to that noble lord when at the head 
of the admiralty on account of the escape of 
the enemy’s fleets, so no blame was impu- 
table now. Bad weather, false intelligence, 
and a variety of accidents might contribute 
to drive off our squadrons, or lead them 
upon a false chase and permit the escape of 
the enemy ; but the moment that the escape 
of their. fleets was known, squadrons were 
immediately dispatched after them. It was 
true the Rochfort squadron had escaped, had 
‘gone to the West-Indies, and come back 
again without molestation ; but the circum- 
stances attendant upon this expedition 
proved the exertions and the care of the mi- 
nisters for the defence of our foreign pos- 
sessions. That that squadron could make 
ho impression upon any one of our islands 
was to be attributed to the excellent state of 
defence in which ministers had taken care 


. they should be placed. No blame could be 


itmputable to ministers for what was in its 

Mature unavoidable, and which arose from 
circumstances that could not be controlled. 
‘No case whatever had, in his opinion, been 
made out which could warrant so extraor- 
dinary a measure as that now proposed, and, 
therefore, he should oppose the amend- 
ment, 

‘Earl Spencer said, he was in entire igno- 
tance with regard to the objects for which 
80 sarge a vote of credit was wanted, as that 
which he was authorised to say would be 
proposed, namely, 5,000,000!.; but it was 
hat very ‘ignorance which induced him to 
oppose the motion for giving a pledge such 
% that demanded by the noble secret>ry of 

> 


state, as he could not place confidence in 
those ministers by whom it wasasked. He 
declared he had not confidence enough in hig 
majesty’s ministers to entrust them with the 
disposal of this money. The very circum- 
stance of the enemy’s fleets having been - 
suffered to sail from their ports, without 
their destination being known was a suffi- 
cient ground why no confidence should bg 
placed in them. On the subject of the na- 
vy he must say he did not know where’ 
blame lay, and, therefore, he did not im- 
pete blame on that account to any indiyi- 
dual, With regard to the military force, 
the country expected a great deal more to 
have been done in that department than w 
done. Upon the whole, it was impossib 
not to feel a strong suspicion that there wag 
no union of sentiment among the members 
of his majesty’s government ; and therefore 
they were for that reason undeserving of 
confidence. On the ground, therefore; that 
parliament was in a situation it had never 
been in before, and that a sum so large ag 
this had never been left to the discretionary 
disposal of ministers, he would support the 
amendment of the noble lord, which re- 
quired nothing more than that the kin 
should not prorogue the parliament, as, lo 
as the government stood in need of the ad- 
vice and assistance of the members of that 
house, who were the hereditary counsellorg 
of the crown. 

Lord Harrowby maintained, that the vot 
proposed was not a novel measure, as had 
been asserted. In 1799, a subsidy of 
800,0001. had been voted to Russia for 
45,000 men, who were not at the time 
agreed for, but only meant as an offer to be 
made for such an object. There was no- 
thing extraordinary, therefore, in -asking 
the house to enable his majesty to conclude. 
such engagements in the course of the ne- 
gotiation as should appear necessary ; and 
let the government be what it might, would 
the house, by with-holding its confidence 
from that government, and the means of 
fulfilling its engagements, thus diminish the 
weight of the country in the estimation of 
those nations which it was our object to com- 
bine with us either in carrying on the war, 
or in bringing about a secure and permanent 

eace ? 

The Earl of Suffolk supported the amend- 
ment, and, in answer to some observations 
from the earl of Westmoreland, on the prone- 
ness of opposition constantly to condemn 
the measures of administration, without 
proposing any of their own, observed, he 
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would not tell the noble lord in the blue rib- 
band what he and his friends would do, but 


’ what they would not do. They would not, 
with such a numerous fleet as ministers 


boasted, suffer the Rochfort squadron to 
proceed to the West-Indies, and then to ra- 
vage our islands, for six whole weeks, un- 
molested, and afterwards to return to their 
own ports in safety. They would not suffer 
the combined fleets of France, Spain, and 
Holland, to proceed to sea, upon a distant 
and unknown destination, without being 
able to find out that destination. They 
would not, at a moment when the country 
‘was menaced with danger on all hands, re- 
fuse a measure of conciliation to the people 
of Ireland, which would unite the strength 
and affections of that country for the de- 
fence of these islands. They would not 
suffer the credit and character of this coun- 
try to sink so low in the estimation of con- 
tinental nations, as not be able, in a nego- 
tiation of six months, to procure a single 
ally on the continent. 

‘The Earl of Carnarvon said, if the pro- 
ecg now before the house for allowing so 
rge a sum to government, had any she 
at all, it was that of its being a 
But nobody knew whether it was a subsidy 
for peace or for war; for, notwithstanding 
the professions made from the throne, of 
intended alliances on the continent, there 
was not as yet any appearance of a disposi- 
tion on the part of the powers on the con- 
tinent to joinus in the war. A space of six 
months had elapsed since that communica- 
tion, and the public were still in complete 
ignorance on the subject. The present ques- 
tion was without an example. ‘The house 
did not know for what purpose ministers 
wanted the money ; whether it was to patch 
up another miserable peace of Amiens, or 
to carry on the war. He would now ask the 
house, whether the public purse wasto begiv- 
en up to men who had misapplied it before? 
To do so, would be a total breach of trust 
on the part of the house, which could not 
be justified in reposing such confidence. He 
had no cpinion whatever of the present ad- 
ministration, as they were now formed, ard 
the house would betray its trust by placing 

any. confidence in them. 

Lord Sidmouth said, that the view in” 
which. he held the subject differed so mate- 
rially from the opinion expressed by the no- 
ble lord who spoke last, and many of those 
noble lords who supported the amendment, 
that he must entreat the indulgence of the 
house, in expressing his opinion, and the 
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reasons upon which he should resist the 


amendment. The noble lord who had just 
sat down said, that this address would be 4 


vote of credit; in this description he could : 
not agree: a vote of credit, as far as his par- 
liamentary experience could inform him, | 
was a vote usually passed by the house of 


commons at the conclusion ofeach session of 
parliament, to enable his majesty to raise a 
sum for the service of the year, over and 
above the sums already voted on estimates, 
in case of any unforeseen exigency that 


might occur. The measure now proposed 


was not of this description. It was not a 
vote to raise money for the exigencies of the 


year on credit, but a motion to empower his 


majesty to apply a sum already voted in the 


last year. He had observed, from the votes’ 
of the house of commons, to which he be- | 
lieved it was not unparliamentary to refer, . 
that a large sum had been provided by that’ 


house upon the estimates of the last year, 


over and above the actual exigencies of the 


year, and for the liberty of appropriating 
which to the probable or eyentual exigencies 
of the present year, the original motion was 


directed, but which he would admit the. 


house was not bound to allow, unless th-y 
thought proper; but if this was not a vote 
of credit properly so called, it was a proof of 
the anxiety of his majesty’s ministers to so- 
licit the assent of the house for the leave of 
application in a way which they conceived 
most respectful to parliament. It was to vest 
the money at the disposal of his majesty for, 
the exigencies that might become eventual- 
ly necessary for the service of the year; the 


mannér was not, perhaps, formally recog- 


nised. It*was not, however, unusual or in- 
consistent with parliamentary usage, to pas¢ 


votes of credit, without any communication 


to those objects which were expressly stated 
to be casual and unforeseen im the estimates 


for the general service of the year. But go- 
vernment not being enabled to make any. 


specific or definitive communication on the 


subject of the pending negotiations ; and his — 
majesty’s ministers not foreseeing any imme-_ 


diate likelihood of making such a communi- 
cation, before the usual time when. parlia- 


ment was prorogued ; it was deemed right to’ 
make the application for leave to apply this, 
sum, without waiting for an uncertain con-" _ 
clusion to the negotiations, or keeping we — 


houses of parliament sitting beyond the 


usual time, under an uncertainty. There. 
was, however, another mode of proceeding ~ 
to which he did not wish to allude, but to. 
which his majesty’s ministers might resort 5 
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‘namhel , to move a committee of supply in ' 
the Se house of parliament, to refer to | 
that committee his majesty’s speech and re- 


i 


‘eent message, and to move that the sum in ‘at any period of our history, and this within | 


"question be applied by his majesty to the ne- 
cessary exigencies of the public service in | 
‘the current year. But the present mode | 
was adopted as more respectful to the dig- 
nity of parliament.—The noble lord pro- 
ceeded to answer several of the arguments 
“urged against his majesty’s ministers, in the 
course of the debate. Hedid not mean to 
o into a discussion of the arguments ob- 
ected to the motion of the noble lord, (lord 
Mulgrave). The noble lofd who opened | 
this debate, had said, that the negotiation | 
should be carried on with a large and ex- 
tended view to continental connexion ; and 
~ the noble lord had made strong allusions to 
the subject of the late peace of Amiens, and ' 
had said that his majesty’s ministers in con- ' 
cluding that peace had betrayed their conti- ' 
nental connexions, and totally forfeited their | 
confidence. The subject of that peace had 
been so amply discussed already, that he felt : 
it unnecessary to go into the subject now, , 
no farther than to declare, that nothing coud - 
be farther from the mind of his majesty’s - 
ministers, who concluded that peace, than to _ 
betray or undervalue their continental con-— 
nexions. They advised his majesty to that 
peace, with a hope that it would afford an 
opportunity for restoring a secure and per- 
manent peace to Europe, but with a per-— 
‘suasion at the time, that if the ambitious 
views of France should lead to a revival of , 
’ the war, we should be enabled, with renew- 
ed energies, to recommence hostilities with 
vigour ; and that the continental powers, by 
an interval of peace, might be enabled to re- 
cruit their vigour, and be prepared to co- 
operate with us, should war become inevi- 
table, and opportunity prove favourable. If 
the peace had not then been agreed to, we 
should not now have the important advan- 
tage we possessed in the unanimous voice of 
the people of England in support of that war 
which they now saw was inevitable, with 
‘every disposition and endeavour, on the part 
ofthis majesty’s government, to avoid it. So 
that this disposition, to which we were in- 
~debted for our security against the menaced 
attacks of an implacable enemy upon our 
shores, has proceeded from this reprobated 
‘treaty of peace. This was not the only ad- 
vantage ; for besides the physical strength 
-and universal opinion of the country roused 
in favour of the war, in the short space of 25 
puogths our revenues had increased to double 


the amount of the interest on the public debt 
beside such an increase of our pubiic force 
by sea and land, as never had been equalled 


two years of the commencement of the war. 
The noble lord strongly professed that a 
friendly intercourse and connexion with con- 
tinental powers had always formed a leading 
object of his adminisiration. He coatend- 
ed, with respect to the present mation; that 
no occasion whatever existed to impede the 
prorogation of parliament at the usual time, 
as his majesty was empowered by law to call 
it together in fourteen days, should occasion 
require ; and concluded by supporting the 
original motion. 

Lord Holland supported the amendment ; 
and weat into a wide field of attack upon 
the peace of Amiefis, and the ministers, who 
by concluding it and abandoning continental 
connexions, had so much-excited the disgust 
and hatred of those powers, and precluded 
themselves from all contidence, that in six 


| months, with all the exertions of diplomatic 


intrigue, they were not yet able to negotiate 
an alliance of friendly intercourse with a sin- 


gle power. The answer of Russia to our - 


conimunication of the late pacific overtures 
of France proved that power disposed to 
peace for itself, and mediation for that of 
Europe, and, therefore, decidedly averse to 
the views of his majesty’s ministers, who 
shewed themselves, and not the ruler of 
France, hostile to the peace of mankind—~ 
that a bloody warfare was their object, which 
disgusted and deterred from the connexion 
and alliance those continental powers, in 
whom their conduct had begotten a lassitude 
for war, and an earnest desire for the main- 
tenance of peace. To such ‘ministers 
he could give no confidence, and, there- 
fore, he would not place at their disposal the 
enormous sum of five millions, for objects 
totally unexplained, and undefined. He 
thought it absolutely necessary for the par- 
liament to continue at its post, and endea- 
vour to extricate the country from the dan- 
gers that surrounded her; a task which mi- 
nisters were unequal to. When the present 
administration was formed, he heard of great 
changes and improvements about to be 
adopted; but nothing was done except 


‘giving the country two “ giants refreshed” 


instead of one, But no one act had been 
done for the benefit of the country; ‘nothing 
that could rescue us from our present dread- 
ful situation. ‘ 

Lord Grenville expressed himself: by no 
means surprised that noble lords-o#i the other 
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Bad no hesitation in saying, that he certainly 


would decline to any such conclu- 


sion. If, on the ot 


powers, of Russia. Till 
he nature of the 


_¢ommunications which had been going for- 
ward, and was in some degree made ac- 


quainted with the advantages which they 
might be likely to produce, he did not feel 
himself at liberty to say that five millions was 
no more than a recompence for the part that 
thé country was willing to take in the busi- 


_ ness. Asan argument toshew thattheamend- 


ment was not necessary, it had been observed, 
that although parliament might be prorogued, 


' Age be assembled again in fourteen days. 


is he admitted. But did it follow that 
it actually would be so re-assembled ? And 
was it not better for them to’keep the hold 
which they at present had over this large 
sum, and not to give it out of their own 
hands > This was said to be but the usual 
confidence reposed in ministers, and it was 
insinuated, that it would be wrong to ex- 


"press any want of confidence. This he was 


surprised at hearing from the noble lord who 


advanced it. He had the happiness about a 
‘year ago toconcur in opinion with that noble 
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the people. No confidence wa3 
placed in that ministry, becausé they were 
not deserving of any. He declared he felt 
the same to be applicable to the present mi. 
nistry ; they were almost entirely composed 
of the makers of the peace of Amiens; in 
which were sown the sceds which gave rise » 
to the ‘present. war ; seeds sown in so fertile 
a soil as made it next to impossible that jt 
should not yield the fruit it had produced, 
There never was a transaction in which s9 
total a want of capacity, and of every quali. 
fication, was exhibited, .as in the manage. 
ment of that treaty. ‘They threw away the 
Cape, as if they had been eager to get quit 
of it; and could he place confidence in men 
guilty of so enormous acrime? But it was 
not in the instance of the Cape alone they 
had shewn their total incapacity; they framed 
a peace on such complicated terms as ren- 
dered the meaning of the different parts of 
it hardly intelligible? and having done so, 
they recommenced hostilities on such grounds 
as made the cause of this country appear 
unjust in the eyes of almost every foreign 
power. If there was nothing else this would 
be to him sufficient ground for not entrust- 
ing such unheard-of confidence as that now 
required in the same hands. The noble lord 
then proceeded to examine the state of our 
army and navy ; the former, he contended, 
had been only apparently encreased by a 
sort of hocus pocus transferring of the forces 
from one head to another. ‘Lhe latter, he 
said, could hardly have been diminished, 
and during the war we had not to boast of 
a single naval triumph. These ‘surely did 
not conspire to give us additional confidence 
in our rulers. But there was another cir- 
cumstanceg which had been alluded to, and 
had received no answer, which, independent 
of any other, was-decisive on this point: 
was it of no consequence that, at so im- 
portant a crisis, in which every thing essen- 
tial to the safety of the country was involved, 
instead of having a ministry completely alive 


to the urgency of our situation, we should 


have a set of ministers completely dis- . 
united among themselves, and more anxious 
to discover and take advantage of the errors 
of their colleagues than to watch over the 


| 
éide had failed to give any thing like a satis- | lord, that nothing could be so necessary ay ape 
factory answer to meee which had been | for that house to express their opinion that wit 
adduced in favour of the amendment. They | no confidence. could be placed in the they hov 
ssemed to be conscious that no answer | ministers. The result, he was happy to get 
éould be givén. What, indeed; was the | think, had been a compliance on the part of an ¢ 
object of the motion of the noble lord op- | the king with the opinion expressed by the of 
posité ? That parliament should shut its eyes | house ; and there had, at the same time he 
and éars to the conduct of ministers ; should | been no symptom of despondency mianifested nou 
address his majesty to dismiss them from tert 
any farthér attendance at present on their | calc 
duty; and thus that five millions of the | suit 
gre money should be Jeft at the disposal | wot 
Of ministers to expendin any manner which | and 
they might choose, without regard to the we 
- &séntial interests of the country, A noble suc 
Jord had asked if the subject had been com- ob) 
municatéd by his majesty now for the ist bet 
time, would he have been for opposing the as t 
oy Seg If by this it were meant to be asked, sat 
_ _ if he would decline coming to the conclu- ten 
Sion of at once taking the five millions of on 
money out of the hands of the house, and | a 
tot 
tot 
Were now for the first time started, he must | gav 
_ say, that he should be happy to afford every to 
facility for entering into such negotiations as | 
as might be calculated to lead to a peace dis 
‘consistent with the safety of this country tio 
and the general interests of Europe. Great no! 
sacrifices, he was of opinion, should be| wit 
to procure the co-operation of con- | 
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ations of the enemy? Yet insuch men, 
without knowing whom in particular, or 
how long they might continue to act to- 
gether, was the house called on to repose 
an éxtraordinary and unprecedented degree 
of confidence. His lordship declared, that 
he thought no time ought to be: lost in an- 
nouncing to the whole of Europe our. de- 
termination to act on such principles as were 
calculated for the general safety, and best 
suited to that broad and liberal policy which 
would have for its basis the independence 
and security of the whole of Europe. If 
we could not procure continental powers on 
such terms to. act with us as allies, our next 
object ought to be to propose to negotiate 
before them in open progress, taking them 
asthe umpires of our differences. When 
satisfied that we were sincere in such a sys- 
tem, we might soon depend on having peace 
on fair and equitable terms, or a vigorous 
co-operation in carrying on the war. If 
there could be any reason for supposing an 
unwillingness in the powers of the continent 
totrust in our sincerity, we must look back 
tothe treaty of Amiens for the causes which 
gave rise to that ry sir ee We must look 
to the persons at the head of our counsels, 
as being the great authors and causes of that 
distrust. . To give effect to such a declara- 
tion, it ought to be the work of parliament, 
not of any private proposition, originating 
with the servants of the crown. These, he 
thought, were reasons any one of them more 
than sufficient. to shew the necessity of the 
amendment. 
~ The Lord Chancellor defended the peace 
of Amiens, as the foundation of all that pa- 
triotic zeal by which the country was now 
so. effectually defended. He asked, if there 
was more wisdom shewn in the negociations 
at Lisle than at Amiens? At the time this 
treaty was made, we had no allies on the 
continent ; we had lost them all during that 
very administration of which the noble lord 
who spoke last formed a part. With what 
justice, then, could that noble lord charge 
the late administration with having made 
a treaty by which we lost all continental 
connexions ? The noble lord had gone into 
an hotch-potch debate upon every topic al- 
most that had been discussed in that house 
for years past. Instead of so detached, de- 
sultory, and irrelevant a mode of proceeding, 
he wished to have a night set apart for dis- 
eussing those measures which he had de- 
fended before, and. would manfully defend 
again. He thought it very unreasonable to 
call for the revealment of the whole of the 

You. V. 
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secrets of government pending a negotiation, 
and not less extraordinary that a whole ad- 
ministration should be censured because the 
conduct of a part of it had been disapproved. 
As to the:question now before the house, he. 
maintained that government required no. 
greater degree of confidence than had usually’ 
been given, and that there was no necessity. 
whatever for continuing the session of par-. 
liament beyond the usual period. ' 
The Earl of Carlisle explained, that the 
whole secrets of government were by no 
means called for : all that was wanted being 
the necessary information to enable the 
house to judge of the propriety of the present’ 
measures of ministers. 
Lord Grenville also explained. He did 
not mean to convey a censure upon the 
whole of the members of administration ; 
but such ef them as had concluded the dis- - 
advantageous treaty of Amiens. _ With re- 
spect to the right hon. gent. at the head of 
administration, he still retained, and he had 
no doubt always should, the high sentiments . 
he had formerly expressed of his talents and 
character. 
His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales 
said, that he had delayed rising till that late 
hour, in expectation of the arrival of a noble: 
relative of his, who had been prevented from 


pattending the house by particular circum- 


stances. He rose merely for the purpose of 
stating, that that noble person had intended 
to deliver his sentiments on the subject now 
before the house, in favour of the amend- 
ment, and in compiete unison with the.sen-. 
timents so ably delivered by his noble friend’ 
(lord Grenville). He had no hesitation also 
in stating, that those sentiments were en- 
tirely similar to what his royal highness him- 
self entertained. 

The question was then put, when the 
house divided on the motion for the address, 


Contents, present - - - 67 
Proxies - - + 44 

Non contents, present - - 36 
Proxies - - 22 

— 58 

Majority - 53 


Adjourned at two o'clock on Thursday 
morning. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, June 20. 
[Mrnvures.] On the motion of Mr. 


Huskisson, the house went into a committee 
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on. the Distillery acts, Resolutions, contain- 
ing certain new regulations respecting the 
distillation of spirits in England and Scot- 
land, when intended to be exported. from. 
either country to the other, were agreed to. 
The report was received, and a bili ordered 
accordinyly.—Mr, Peter Moore presented a 
ras from the clothiers of Yorkshire, 
Wilts, Somerset. and Gloucester, against 
the bill now pending fir the suspension of 
penalties affecting their trade. The peti- 
tioners were ordeved to be heard on the 
report.—On ihe motion for the second read- 
ing of this bill for the suspension of penaitics 
in the woollen manufacture, Mr. Brooke 
opposed the biil, on the greund that it gave 
# monopoly to those who made use of the 
prohibited machines, under favour of the 
suspension. Admiral Berkeley deiended 
the bill. He hoped that before: the expira- 
tion cf the short period for which it.was 
to be in force (‘ill 1st May) a full arrange- 
ment would be brought forward by his ma- 
jesty’s goverament. Mr. Peter Moore gp-: 
posed the bili, which had only the signatures 
of £3 manufacturers to recommend it, while 
the number of its opponents amounted. to 
200,000. The official proceedings, so far 
as they went, coincided with the biil brought 
forward by his hon. friend (Mr. Brooke). 
Mr. Brooke wished to take the sense of the 
house on the propriety of putting off the 
further proceedings on this biil till this day 
three months ; but he deferred pressing the 
division till another day. ‘The bill was read 
asecond time, and ordered to be committed | 
to-morrow.—Mir. Huskisson presented ac- 
counts of the.exchequer bills outstaticing on 
the aids of the last year, and gave notice 
that a motion would be made with respect 
to them in the commitiee of ways and means 
to-morrow.— Mr. Fostcx presented an esti- 
mate of the compensation to. be granted to 
persons in public offices in Ircland for 1805, 
for extra trouvle.—'T he Irish Civil List bill 
went through a committee, in which there 
was sore conversation between Mr. Van- 
sittart, Mr. Sheridan, and sir Jchn New- 
port, on a elause subjecting the accounts of 
the. expenditure of sums granted for secret. 
service to the apprekation of the lord lieu- 
tenant. ‘Theclause was agreed to, and the 
réport ordered to be received to-morrow.— 
Mr. Huskisson presented an account of pen- 
sions granted by the crown, and a copy of 
the werrant of the burons of the exchequer 
in Scotland, for. granting certain arrears of 
the stewardship of Fite to Lady Melville. 
Lord Henry Petty gave notice, that he would 
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ject early in the. ensuing session.—Mr, 
Alexander brought up the report of the 
committee of ways and means. Bills were 
ordered eonformably to the resolutions for 
the appropriation of the surplus of the con. 
solidated fund for the last year—Mr. Pau), 
deferred till Monday his notice relative to 
the nabeb of Oude . He thought it proper: 
to state particularly -that he meant: the same 
day to bring forward a distinct charge against 
the marquis: Wellesley, from the conduct: 
observed towards that piince. ty 

(IMPEACHMENT oF Loxp MELVILLE.]— 
Mr. Bond wished to put a question to the 
hon. gent. opposite Whitbread), the: 
answer to which would probably prevent the. 
necessity of a particular motion. The house; 
haying instructed the attorney general to, 
prosecute iord Melville for the criminal mat. 
ter imputed to him in the tenth report, he: 
conceived it was not in the power of the. 
attorney general to exclude from the: range. 
of that prosecution any offence whatscever: 
contained in that report. If, therefore, it: 
was proper that any particular trensactions: 
should be excluded from the prosecution, : 
it was fit the attorney. general should be ing 
structed as to such exclusion. There could 
be now no doubt that the forty thousand. 
pounds, advanced to Boyd and Benfield, was 
one point on which there could be no in- 
tention to prosecute. He was of opinion,: 
that the case of Jellicoe also should be ex- 
cluded, as not of sufficient importance to 
be madea cround of charge. But, as he 
collected that the hon. gent. opposite.(Mr.; 
Whitbread) made it the ground of one of 
the articles of impeackment which he meant 
to have presented, he asked that hon. gent.: 
now whether he meant it shouid make one 
of the subjects of the prosecution directed 
by the house? If the hon. gent. did -not: 
think it should, and if no intimation of a 
contr.ry sentiment came from eny other 
part of the house, he thought that it would be 
sufficient to let the attorney general know 
that this also was not to be included in the 
prosecution. 

Mr. Whitlread had certainly considered, 
Jeliicoe’s business as of importance, and had: 
made it one of the grounds of impeachment. ; 
He admitted, however, that it did not make: 
the same impression on the house, and: 
therefore he doubted whether he should 
have produced that article. He had not. 
any wish individuaily that this matter should, 
be.incluced in the prosecution by the atiors 
ney general. 

The Attorney General trusted he should 


bring forward some resolutions on this sub- 


not shew the slightest disrespect for any 
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individual, if he wished that the house should 
honour him collectively with its commands, 
and that these commands should be distinc- 
tively expressed. Jf the ‘house thought 

oper to supersede that jealousy which 
‘seemed constitutionally to belong to it, when 
one servant of the crown was to be prosecut- 
ed by another, he supposed it would at least 
be thought proper not to leave it matter of 
question, how far the officer chorged with 
the prosecution should or should not comply 
with the wishes of the house, in the steps 
he might take. He trusted, therefore, that 
it would not be thought improper in him, 
if he wished, instead of collécting indiscri- 
minately from the whole body of the re- 
ports, such matter as might be made the 
ground of criminal charge, that the house 
should specify what it thought proper to be 
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prosecuted, and what it did not. He should 
also be glad to have the authority of the 
house as to whether the civil suit he had 
been directed to institute against Jord Mel- | 
gille and Mr. Trotter should be wholly sus- 
peuded, or whether he should endeavour to 
carry-it on against Mr. Trotter singly ; he 
said endeavour, because a considerably for- 
mal difficulty and delay would arise from 
suing the‘ one without the other. He also 


wished to. know whether, if he proceeded | 


civilly against Mr. Trotter, he was at liberty 
to make use of him as a witness against lord 
Melville. Also, whether he’ was at liberty 
to bring in proof against lord Melville wh: 

had fallen from him’ in that house, at the 
bar, which he could not do without instruc- 
tions from ‘the house, though he could be 
under no difficulty as to its being received in 
the court where the prosecution was to be 
carried on. These points he thought it ne- 
cessary -to. state to the house, not to argue. 
He had further to remark a difficu'ty which 
arose from the practice newly adopted, of 
ordering’ prosecutions to be immediately in- 
stituted at the command of the house, rather 
than by address to his majesty, praying his 
mayesty to direct such a prosecution to be 
instituted, Under the former practice, if 
any-ditiiculty should arise on any points, and 
ke should find instruction necessary, the 
course was to report the difficulty to the se- 
cretaty of state, and the government would 
give its instruetions in consequence. If the 
difficulties suggested should appear to confine 
tie prosecution within too narrow limits, it 
Was probable a message would be brought 
down to: the house it consequence of the 
eceurrence, and the house would then have 


an-dpportunity of learning the particulars, | 
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and of judging -vhether the proceedings in 
the new form would answer its wishes, or 
whether a new address should be carried up 
to enforce a more satisfactory course. This 
would be a better méde than if he were left 
alone to collect the matter of the charges, 
to carry on the proceedings, to acquaint the 


-honse of what he had done, and to argué 
how far-he had complied with the wishes of 


the house. He therefore hoped the house 
would instruct bim more specifically by vote 
as to what it wished to make matter of par= 
ticular charge. 

Mr. Bond, in explanation, said, he had 
no objection to propose a vote for excluding 
the matter of Jellicoe, though he thought 
the simple mode of-ascertaining the’ sensé 
of the house he had already noticed, was 
sufficient. As to the other difficulties sug- 
gested by the attorney general, it would be 
presumption in him to notice them. He 
left it to the attorney general, if he should 
atterwards find these difficulties stand in his 
way, to make them the subjects of -turther 
motions. 

Mr. Whitlread hoped the louse would 
find a way for the hon. and learned gent. to . 
get out of all the embarrassments with which 
he found himself surrounded, and enable 
him to do complete justice between the in= 
dividuel who was the object of his prosecu= 
tion and the public. ‘is ewn intention 
was, if the impeachment had been agreed 
tos to suspend the civil suit with respect to 
both lord Melville and Mr. Trotter, and if 
that was not sufficient to enable Mr. Trotter 
to be a witness, to bring fn a bill of 
nity for him, with a view that thé whole 
system of the navy pay ofhce should be laid 
open. He should be inctined to think the 
sane course ought stilt to be adopted; but 
it rested not with him, but with the hom 
gent. Who hid recommended the mode of 
proceeding agreed on by the house, to bring 
regulations Which were: neces:ary’ in 
consequence. 

The Chentcllor of the Exchequer thonght 
eniough appeared from what had passed; 
shew that itwould have been wise in the House 
to have proceeded with more deliberation: 
With respect to the inatter‘now before the 
house, it was impossth!ehis Hoa. and learned 
friend could ccli¢ct the tvishes of the house 
froni what fell looscly in the expréssion’ of 
individual opinions. It was not’ enongh to 
léavé out the mitter of Jellicoe, leaving the 
whnle remaining mattér of the Teport for 
the learned gent. to glean out of. It would 
be proper te exclude; by spetitic résolutions, 
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such other matter as it was not advisable to 
prosecute, and to state distinctly by other 
resolutions what was to be prosecuted. The 


. difficulties with respect to the manner of 


‘proceeding also deserved consideration ; and 
he confessed all these things appeared to him 
to furnish sufficient ground for reconsidering 
the resolution the house had come to, and 
for again enquiring whether a prosecution 
-by the attorney general should be adhered to 
xather than an impeachment. He confessed 
he was still, after all the consideration he 
had given to the subject, of opinion, that 
neither ought to have been resorted to, 
though, after the decision the house had 
come to, he must feel much delicacy in de- 
clarifg such an opinion. Being of this 
opinion,. he had not at the time turned his 
mind to the consideration of which of the 
two proposed modes was best, in a prose- 
-cution which he disapproved of generally. 
But the more he reflected on this matter, 
the more he considered the difficulties that 
had azisen since, the more he considered 
what was required by the constitution in ge- 
neral, what was due to the privileges of 
peers, to the substantial justice to which the 
party was entitled, and to the delicacy owing 
to the confidential servamts of the crown ; 
the more ke considered all these things, the 


more he was convinced, that the mode: 


which had been adopted was ‘not that 
which the majority of the house would, 
on reflexion, think applicable to the pro- 
ceedings it wished for. He hoped the 
attention of the house would be called 
to this matter on an early day, and that 
those who disapproved of any part of 
the course lately agreed upon, would then 
have an opportunity of supporting the most 
constitutional measure corresponding to the 
circumstances. 

Mr. Fox said, he would not now enter 
into particulars, as the whole matter was to 
be made the subject of future discussion; but 
he could not admit the difficulties stated by 
the attorney-general, as they were insisted 
upon by the right hon. gent. (the chancellor 
of the exchequer). In all prosecutions di- 
tected by the house, the attorney-general 
tvas responsible. If the prosecution was in- 
stituted by address, an intermediate respon-. 
sibility rested upon him ; but the attorney~ 
general was not thereby exempted from all 
responsibility. With respect to the mode 
of proceeding, he was one of those who 
approved of the proceeding by impeach- 
ment, but though that mode was not ap- 
proved of, he could not admit that the sense 
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of the house was not fairly taken upon jg, 
The forms of the house adniitted an amend. 
ment, by omitting all the original motiog 
but the word ‘ that ;’’ he could not 
thinking, however, that such. amendments 
were disgraceful to the house. The only 
distinct parliamentary course was a motion, 
and an ameridment upon it. Nothing wag 
more clear than that this was the proper 
parliamentary course, though his majesty’s 
ministers had not thought proper to coincide 
init. His majesty’s ministers,though they then 
voted against both the modes of prosecution 
proposed, now did him and his friends the 
honeur to say they would have voted with 
them in preference. He was glad to hear 
this even now, but he wished they had 
thought proper to declare their preference 
then. The majority was formed of persons 
some of whom thought one mode preferable, 
others another, but all agreed that either 
was desirable rather than no prosecution 
whatever should take place. This would 
be the principal subject of the discussion 
which would take place on another day; 
but that the attorney-general was not to 
take upon him the responsibility of the 
prosecution, or that it might not be put 
upon him, was what he could not allow, 
If the mode of impeachment’ had been 
adopted, difficulties would have attended 
that also; and if the plea of difficulties 
now offered was to be allowed, there was 
no one prosecution which might not be stop- 
ped and abandoned on the same grounds, 
He wished gentlemen to bear this in mind 
when they came to consider the right use 
to be made of the ulterior proceedings ; and 
when gentlemen came to consider what 
had been resolved upon and what was fur- 
ther to be done, the propriety of departing 
froma resolution deliberately formed would 
bea material point of the deliberation, par- 
ticularly when the reconsideration was sug 
gested by a party which was not friendly to 
either of the proposed modes of prosecution 
Mr. Bond wished here to give hotiee, 
that he would the next day move an in- 
struction for excluding the matter of Jel- 
licoe ; but, on the suggestion of the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, who thought any 
motion on the subject likely to involve th: 
greater part of the general question, he des 
ferred his notice till Tuesday. 
Mr, Sheridan thought the mode of pro 
ceéding by the intervention of the secretary 
of state, not likely to be always attended 
with all those advantages the attorney-ger 


neral imputed to it. The secretary of stal 
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might be the person under prosecution, and 
was the attorney-general to communicate 
with him on a prosecution against himself ? 
for it did not follow that he would be dis- 
missed when a prosecution was ordered 
against him. Those who were most anx- 
jous now to recal the impeachment they be- 
fore resisted, seconded the difficulties started 
by the hon. gent. the attorney-general. It 
the right hon. gent. had joined in supporting 
the original motion, he would have made 
it impossible for that to have happened which 
was now matter of complaint to him, and 
he would have had the best chance of car- 
rying the point he aimed at, that of prevent- 
ing all prosecutio.i ; because, though they who 
proposed impeachment were content to 
yote for the criminal prosecution, on the 
failure of that, those who brought forward 
the criminal prosecution would not have 
voted for theimpeachment. ‘The right hon: 
gent. was therefore guilty of a blunder, as 
he often was, in not taking part with them 
in the first instance. If the right hon. gent. 
had followed this course, the house would 
not have fallen into the situation in which 
it now stood ; for, of 470 whio were present, 
it appeared now that 420 were of the same 
opinion, and that a minority of 50 had pre- 
scribed to this great majority. But having 
ence come to the resolution of adopting a 
criminal prosecution, it was now a delicate 
question to think of recalling that resolu- 
tion to return to another, in preference to 
which it had been adopted. This could not 
be done without running the risk of having 
no proceeding at all, for the whole of the 
existing plan should be rescinded before any 
thing new could be adopted, and it was 
matter of chance whether any substitution 
would be made. The house would expose 
itself to the imputation of fickleness, and it 
would shake itself in the opinion of the 
country by abandoning all that had been 
done in this case, without the certainty of 
being able to retrieve and recover the good 
opinion it would have lost. 
_ Mr. Canning allowed, that if a minorty of 
50 imposed its sentiments on a majority of | 
420, that was not in itself a reason for re- 
calling the consideration tor the purpose of 
reversing the decision so made. But it was 
worthy of the consideration of the: house, 
‘whether, if an opportunity was afforded, 
it should not reconsider the great constitu- 
tional question, whether a man should be 
tried by his peers or not. 

{r. Harrison said, this was the first time 
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siece he had had’ a seat, in that house, that 


[490 
he had heard the attorney-general call for 


instructions, when a prosecution was order 
ed on points, which he must know better 
than the house. The house imposed the 
task en him, and confided on hims for the 
proper management of it ; and then he canse 
to the house fora specification of the grounds 
of charge. If the noble lord was te. be pre- 
secuted, it was for the learned gent. to judge 
what could be proyed against him, and, 
how the proof could be: brought forward. 
What was started by the attorney-general, 
and th other right hon. gent. on the same 
side, appeared to him but a plan to bring 
off the criminal from a prosecution directed 
to be instituted against him. The house 
had come to a specific resolution that. a 
breach of trust had been committed, and 
the attorney-general was to prosecute for a 
gross violation of the law, and a high breach 
of duty. The attorney-general was the 
proper person to judge what crimes he 
would select, and not the house, which 
had not the same means of judging, ax 
gentlemen were not in general suflicien' 
conversant with the law. ’ 

The Attorney-General, in explanation, 
said it was not with respect to points of law 
that he wanted instructions ; but, as he 
was to execute the wishes of the house, he 
trusted he did not depart from his duty im 
asking some instructions as to those wishes. _ 

Mr. Bankes saw no reason for altering 
the resolution the house had come to; amd 
he conceived that those who formerly press- 
ed a different mode, would now see rea- 
son to recommend tlris. With respect to 
the propriety of a specification of the cri- 
minal matter contained in the report now 
given generally in charge to the attorney- 
general, he should reserve himself till the 
dey when that was to be the subject of a 
distinct discussion. 

Mr. Kose admitted that there was no in- 
stance on the journals of specific instructions: 
to the attorney-general for managing a pro- 
secution ; but there was no case on 
journals like the present ; none of the ex- 
amples ou the journals was so complicated as.’ 
this—Mr. Bond's notice of an instruction 
with respect to Jellicoe’s business was fixed 
for Tuesday. 

{Srare or Pusric Arrairs.]—Mr. G 
rose to make his promised motion on the 
state of public afla‘rs, and spoke, im sub-) 
stance as follows :—TI rise, sir, for the par- 
pose of calling the attention of the house to 
the present most critical state of the coun- 
try, and in doing so I am not aware that: 
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any other apalogy will be necessary, than 
what the subject itself will afford. Whether 
we-look to our foreign or. our domestic 


state, whether we fix our view on our 


colonial establishments, on the situation of 
our commerce, our finances, of our army 


_or navy, whether we look at the state of 


‘the war, and the chance of our state, even 
in the event of peace, we shall find that 
on every one of these points, forming in the 
aggregate the actual state of the empire at 
large, there is matter of serious considera- 
tion, that upon the whole there is room 
for much anxiety, and that to carry us safe 
through the present crisis, will demand all 
the wisdom and energy we possess. To 
embrace all this variety of subjects in a 
single discussion, would exceed any abili- 
ties, however great ; and for me to offer 
even a slight sketch of them, might seem 
presumption, were it not that the state of 
affairs itself so imperiously calls: for investi- 
gation, and the importance of the interests 
at stake, renders it the duty of a member of 
parliament to bring the situation of affairs 
before the public. It is now two years 
since the commencement of war, a war in 
which we are still engaged, undertaken 
after a short, uncertain interval of unavailing 
peace. It naturally suggests itself, then, to 
enquire, what were the grounds on which 
the war was commenced? what the. objects 
to which it was directed ? what the pro- 
spects of success with which it is attended ? 
aud what the best policy in the conduct of 
it? The first object which presents itself 
is the state of our finances, a subject. of it- 
self. sufficient for more than one-day’s dis- 
cussion ; upon which, however, I shall en- 
ter into no detail, particularly as of late it 
has been the practice at the end of the ses- 
sion, to lay before the house a statement of 
the public finances, as they stand at the 
time, and I hope an able and hon. friend of 
mine (Mr. Johnstone), who has already 
-distinguished himself in this business, will 
this year favour the house with a similar 
exertion of his industry. At the beginning 
of the war we were assured, that the war. 
could be carried on for several years, with- 
out any addition to the capital of the debt, 
by borrowing no more than was extinguished 
by the operation of the sinking fund. I at 
the time doubted the solidity of this promise, 
and we are now certain that it was fallacious. 
For three years of the war forty millions 
have already been borrowed, and an addition 
of at least thirty millions made to the capi- 


tal of our debt, beyond what the sinking 
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‘fand redeemed. Sucltis the effect of 
the war, as to the ‘capital of our debt ak 
| ready ; but, when we contemplate the mags 


nitude of our expenditure, when we consi 


‘der that last year our expense amounted fo 


seventy millions, and that this year, in gl} 
probability, it will be more, it is impossible 
not to see that our finances, though’ un. 
doubtedly they are still great, and with good 
management adequate to the greatest ob. 
jects, must deserve the serious attention of 
every British statesman. They are in suck 
a situation as to render either prodigal ad. 
ministration, or wanton expense, in the 
highest degree criminal ; and in a compari. 
son of our prospects they strongly remind us! 
that war ought not to be pursued, if peace 
on fair and honourable terms can be ob- 
tained. But, itis not the amount of our 
extraordinary. war expenditure only that 
must increase. Even were war to ceasd 
immediately, our permanent expenditure 
must be greatly increased. I shall not, I be- 
lieve, be contradicted, when I say that the 
wholeamount of the interest, &c. of our debt; 
will be at least thirty millions, and looking 
at the state of Europe after a peace, it can- 
not be imagined that we could sit down with 
a peace establishment of less than forty mil- 
lions a year. At a time, then, when the 
amount of the taxes is so great, and when’ 
for the first time there appears reason to 
conclude from their produce, that they have 
been carried as far as they can go, it is the 
more necessary to enquire whether war be 
indispensable. But, leaving this subject, T 
shall barely allude to the state of. the 
army, because at the beginning of the ses- 
sion that subject was so completely discussed 
by my right hon. friend (Mr. Windham), 
and a notice of a motion has been given b 

an hon. colonel (Craufurd) so well qualified 
to do it justice. * This much, however, I may 
observe generally, that the necessity of an’ 
improvement of our army was last year 
universally admitted. It was so particularly 
insisted upon by the present minister, in’ 
the shape of a charge against his pre-, 


decessor, that it cannot now- be forgof-. 


ten or disputed. Yet it has been shewn 


that any improvement that may have’. 


taken place is far short both of what the’ 
nation had a right to expect, and of -what 
its. situation demanded. ‘Lhe supplementary 
militia has been reduced, and this measure, 
as far as it goes, I do not’disapprove of ; but 
let it be remembered, that if it gives us any’ 
advantage in point of discipline and -quality, 


it adds nothing to our number for home 
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defence. But allowing as much for this as 
can be claimed, yet, when we compare our 

hole neilitary force with that of the enemy, 
with his increasing means, with his unin- 
terrupted exertions, with the menaced at- 
tacks upon us, withdrawing our naval pro- 
tection to foreign stations, we shall be for- 
ced to conclude that we have not kept pace 
with the progress of the foe; that, in com- 

rison with our danger, our means of 
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number of seamen voted last» year was 
seventy-eight thousand, and the: number 
actually mustered was above eighty-seven 
thousand, being above nine thousand more 
than the vote. What the number now mus 
tered is I cannot say, but I apprehend from 
the dithiculty of manning the ships put in 
commission, of which I have heard some- 
thing, that the number now mustered is not 
greater than that mustered this time twelve- 


security have not aavanced, and that in| month. ‘The addition of line of battle ships, 
realiy the country is now less upon an | and of frigates, we see, is very smel!, and 
equality with the preparations, and with | thovgh that of gun-brigs is Jarger in the 
the means of France, than it was last year _ amount, I do not think it adds greatly to our 
when the right hon. gent. so strongly ar-| security. I fear, indeed, that the right hon. 
raigned the in:becility and ineapacity ot his gent. has been deceived as to the importance 
predecessors in ofpce. It appears from a of this class of vessels. Compared with the 

oper I have Lefcre me, that since January | immense number of the enemy, they are 
1805, there have teen raised four thousand | nothing ; and if our defence were te depend 
two or three hundred men, by ordipary re- | on them, we should be wretched indeed. 
cruiting. Of these zbove two thousand ‘The in:provement ‘the navy in that class 
bue becn for regiments at home. It ap- | of ships which must constitute our chief de- 
peers, too, that the casuaities within thet pe- | fence against every naval attempt of the ene- 
riod, to the regiments at home, is within my is by no means satisfactory. It is ad- 
‘one hundred ard-seventy of the whole sup- | mitted, indeed, by many on the other side, 
plies they have received by ordinary recruit- that our navy is not in the state in which it 
ing. And if we reckon, as dovbtless we ; ought to be, but this they assert as matter 
may, the casualties of regiments on foreign | of charge against a former board of admis 
stations, at least as great as of those at | ralty. ‘ihat charge, and the defence of the 
home, it will follow that the army, on the | accused party, forms just ground of enqui- 
footing it now stands, can with difficulty | ry into the fects. For my own part, I pros 
be kept up by the recruits it receives. ‘The ; fess to be little versed in the subject,* but as 
reauction of the militia, which makes no | far as authority goes, -and as far as my own 
addition to the nun.bers for home defence, | investigations can form the ground of my 
is the only augmentation which the army of judgment, I am decidedly of opinion, that 


the country has obtained in the course of the 
jast year. The whole cf this sutject will 
be so much more ably stated by the hon. 
colonel (Craufurd) who has turned his -at- 
tentior to it, that I shall abstain from any 
further remarks, contenting myself with 
saying, that those facts which are within 
the level of every men’s observation, are 
of themselves sufficient to excite anxiety in 
so importent a branch of our detence.—I 
preceed now to that which is the grand bul- 
watk of Gur safety, the n.vy ; and if, as 
we have seen, there is no cause to congra- 
tulate ourselves on the improvement of our 
finances, or of our army, I fear that the 
of the navy will atlord little more rea- 
son for exuyltation. Last year at this time 
we had in commission of the line eighty- 
eight ships, and at the present moment I 
understand the number of this class in 
commission is. Cnly ninety-one, being an 
increase. of ‘three since last year. ‘There 
have been added seven frigates, twenty- 
two sloops, and fifty gun brigs. ‘The 


the system of lord St. Vincent was the best, 
and that if he had remained in office he 
would have placed the navy of England in 
that state of superiority and of power which 
all friends to the country must desire to see, 
This, however, F only state incidentally, 
and after the opposite opinions so. strongly 
advanced, as deserving cf examination ; and 
with a view to our situation either for varry- 
ing on war with vigour or negotiating with 
effect, the navy demands the most serious 
care and attention of the house.—If from 
these topics we turn to our domestic situas 
tion, then indeed there is room for a satisq: 
faction unmingled. Never was there a pe 


riod when the people were more disposed: 


cheerfully to bear the burden imposed upor: 
them by the circumstances of the times., 
Never was there loyalty more active and- 
more cordial. Never was the spirit of the. 
whole nation more determined to resistevery 
attack on their independence, and to defend 
themselves at every hazard. But while we 
congratulate ourselves on this pleasing pic- 
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ture, we cannot help observing, that the 
burden of taxes presses hard on many classes; 
and we ought the more to feel that burdens 
borne with so much loyalty, should be light- 
ened, if possible ; at least, should not be 
increased without necessity. If we look at 
Ireland, I hope that there too we shall find 
ground of satisfaction, for, in part, through 
the conciliating administration of Jord Hard- 
wicke, considerable progress has been made 
in composing that country. More indeed 
has been done by the example of the conse- 
quences of French aid to those who ever 
fooked with any degree of hope to the effects 
of French co-operation. If the state of Jre- 
land be not yet so satisfactory as it might be, 
yet there is reason to hope that the Irish 
now see the advantage of British connexion, 
and that they know that what they have to 
expect from the liberal.ty and the policy of 
Great Britain, would utterly be lost by 
French conquest; that by contributing to 
the injury of their natural friends, by a cor- 
respondence with France, they would only 
be adding thémselves to the list of slaves 
whom France has seduced under her domi- 
nion, either in an abject dependence, or to- 
tally stripped of their name and existence as 
anation. Such reflections and such exam- 
ples must have wrought a great change in 
the sentiments even of the disaffected. But 
still there is room for farther improvement. 
There is room for that entire cordiality be- 
‘tween the two countries, or rather between 
the different parts of the empire, that in- 
stead of being our weakness, Ireland should 
be one of the chief instruments of our 
greatness ; instead of absorbing a large por- 
tion of our military force to preserve tran- 
quillity, she might contribute so large a por- 
tion to the active military strength of the 
state. To me it seems, that while any ob- 
‘stacle remains to the entire satisfaction of 
the catholic body, in regard to the objects 
for which they petitioned the legislature, 
the progress to perfect tranquillity and to 
complete co-operation must be far short of 
what it might be. Yet, both by legislative 
measures, and by those of administration, 
much may be done. I am satisfied that 
it isthe wish of lord Hardwicke to do every 
thing that depends upon him, but I fear that 
on the other side of the channel, as here, 
they labour under the distraction of 2 divid- 
ed government. Lerd Hardwicke can never 
give full effect to his wishes, while the se- 
cond officer in Ireland is allowed to con- 
tinue ; while the system of the first or se- 


eond minister of Ireland in this house is a 
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different from that which lord Hardwicke 
would be disposed to adopt. Much, there. 


fore, as has been done, yet much remains, ° 


which a wise administration might accom. 
plish; and Ireland still appears that part of 
the empire to which it is impossible to look 
without some anxiety, and without feelin 

that it merits our utmost vigilance and atten. 
‘tion.—As to the state of the war, it will be 
found to afford as little ground of exultation 
as any of the topics we have reviewed. The 
war in India may be thought an exception ; 
but on that braneh, as indeed not connected 
with the war with France, and as already. 
discussed at much detail on a motion of m 

hon. friend (Mr. Francis), I shall not en. 
large. Let us then shortly enquire what hag 
been the effect of the war ; what the objects 
of it, and the chances of their attainment? 
The general object, independent of the pars 
ticular causes enumerated at the time, I ap. 
ptehend to have been the necessity of limit- 
ing the aggrandizement and restraining the 
ambition of France ; and some, I believe, 
went so far as to insist on the necessity of 
reducing her power. What progress, then, 
has been made in these objects? Is the 
power of France reduced ? 
against its increase been obtained? On the 
contrary, has not Buonaparté placed the iron 
crown of Italy on his head ? Has he not cons 
verted Spain from a reluctant tributary into 
an active and efficient ally ? Is not Portugal, 
because we are unable to defend her, 
compelled to furnish a subsidy to be em- 
ployed in the annoyance of her most ancient 
and most sincere friend? Does not Belgium 
still continue incorporated with France, and 
is not Holland entirely under her control} 
Are not both of them compelled to contri- 
bute their exertions for the destruction of 
this country? Are not their ports filled 
with preparations for invading us? Is not 
Hanover occupied by France, and compelled 
to furnish supplies for the enemies of her 
lawful sovereign? Are not the Alps, the 
Pyrenees, the Rhine and the ocean the 
boundaries of France? And, while her 
power on the continent seems both extended 
and consolidated, is there are any prospect 
of an efficient confederacy to limit her in- 
solence and reduce her power? On the con- 
trary, are not the great powers of the con- 
tinent averse from any continental war? 
Does not France occupy Italy and Switzer- 
land, as positions from which to fall upon 
Austria? Does she not hold Hanover to 
watch the north of Europe? And while 


her strength scems thus extended, and her 


Has any barrier - 
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nositions so formidable, is there any thing 
n her internal situation to afford a rational 
prospect of relief from time or accident ? 
We her finances ruined, her. army mutin- 
ous, or her navy dilapidated?. But this 
year-we have had no comparisons from the 
fight hon. gent. between the resources and 
the credit of France and this country; we 
"have heard no assertion that she was on the 
yerge, nay, in the gulf of bankruptcy ;_ or 
any hope whatevcr, that from want: of 
means she would be to give. up 
the contest. Eyen sir Francis D’Ivernois, 
perservering in his warfare with the French 
fnantes, affords us, at least up to the pre- 
ant moment, little room for congratulation. 
The exposé, some time since presented by 
the Trench government to the legietatund 
asserts, that without new imposts, or extra- 
ordinary resources or loans, the war will be 
Maiotained by the revenue of thirty millions 
4 year, and that if the war, were to last ten 
ears, it would add nothing’ to the debt of 
trance, While that of England would be in- 
¢reased fowr milliards.. ‘This promise re- 
sembles that made by the ministers“of this 
country at the beginning of the war,\but I 
amafraid that hitherto, at least, it has been 

' better kept, since even sir Francis D'Iver- 
Rois admits that her contributions in time of 
war will cover .the deficiency in her receipts, 
and that her domestic revenues and her fo- 
feign contributions have covered her expen- 
es.. He thinks, indeed, that this must 
cease, since the supplies from Spain are cut 
of by the vigorous policy of this govern- 
gent ; a policy, however, which I'fear this 
country will have cause true, when we see 
the tribute exchanged for a co-operation so 
‘active and so effectual, as appears now to be 
displayed. : That such a country as France, 
With an active and ingenious population, 
Should be ruined in her tinances, while her 
£xpenditure is confined within thirty millions 
Sterling, it were the height of absurdity to 
suppose. If, then, the war were to be a war 
Hnances, and allowing .every thing for 
the supericr industry, capital, and commerce 
of this country, it would be vain to attempt 
to. conquer by that means, while our own ex- 
penditur@Awas little short of eighty millions, 
§ and that of our opponent but thirty millions, 
lg But, if we cannot raise our hopes on 
the approaching hankruptcy of Frances can 
we calculate pon the state of her army ? 
Are not its numbers complete, its spirit un- 
broken’? Is it not commahded by the most 
skilfil officers? And does-it not on every 
| fide occupy the most formidable 


Vou. 
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Surely this comparison with our own does 
not encourage any. flattering. hope of. attain- 
ing the objects of the war. Is the state of 
her navy more conselatory to us Weave 
added three ships: of the line to our navy. 

‘rance, by extraordinary exertions, has, in 
the course of last year, added fleets to hers, 
The navy of France cannot now be estimat- 
ed at less than forty-eight ships of the line; 
the Dutch have eleven sail; Spain in all hes 
sixty-oue sail; but, allowing a great. num- 
ber to be unfit for service, I believe I am 
within the mark when I say, that Spain.con- 
tributes to the navy of France twenty-five 
ships of the line fit for service. Thus France 
has in®all eighty-three ships of the line at her 
disposal, being eight less than the force we 
now have. This dizproportion, indeed, is 
greauly increased, by the superiority of 
and discipline possessed by our seamen. Bur 
still we see that France, within so short. a 
space, has made advances towards us alto- 
gether unexpected. She has contrived, toa; 
by well combined plans, and through the 
want of vigour and intelligence in our go- 
vernment, to send to sea considerable ex- 
peditions. Occupying large divisions of our 
fleets in blockades along her whole Jine cf 
coast, she has equipped armaments that have 
escaped our vigilance, have gone to our dis- 
tant colonies, committing depredations, af 
not to the extent they might have done, de- 
predations highly prejudicial to our interests, 
and disgraceful to the nation. It certainly 
is an extraordinary spectacle at the- end of 
two years of a war, undertaken to limit the 
aggrandizemerit, and reduce the power of 
‘France, and that too under circumstances 
particularly asiito the naval state of France; 
peculiarly favourable, that we now. see her 
more powerful than ever on the continent, 
growing formidable on the ocean, threatening, 
our foreign possessions with’ a powerful ar- 
mament, of which - though we are ignotant 
of the destintiow, we are almost certain that 
it will go to some quarter where we have not 
an adequate force to oppose it. ‘The cizeum- 
stances attending the sailing of the Toulon 
fleet, and its junction with that of Cadiz, 
are of thigmselves sufficiently extraordinary 
to.call for enquiry, ‘The Toulon fleet sailed 
twice without being met ’R our fleet in the 
Mediterranean, ich not only shéws our 
want of intelligence, but the want of a cone. 

snient station in that sea from-which to. ob- 
the movements of the enemy, cir- 
cumstance, by the way, whieh may sefve 
to illustrate the importance of Malta, to 


which, at the begining of the war,. so 
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much was attached, It sailed twice, how- 
éver, without interruption, and having ef- 


fected a junction with the Spaniards at Ca- 
diz on the 9th of April, proceeded to sea 


again. And is it not an extraordinary cir- 


cumstance, that now, on the 20th of June, 
we should be ignorant of the destination of 


_ so large an armament, which sailed from 


Cadiz on the Oth of April, to strike a blow 
at some of our foreign: settlements? In- 
deed, so extraordinary is this affair, that the 
house ought not to separate till it be inves- 
tigated, I must add, too, that the conduct 
of the officer who commanded our fleet off 
Cadiz when the French appeared, on the 
face of it calls for enquiry. I do not. mean 
to say that sir John Orde may net Be able 
to justify himself ; he certainly was greatly 
inferior in point of numbers. * We trust, 
on many occasions, to the superiority of our 
navy under great inequality of numbers, 
but nothing has more tended to create that 
excellence, which justifies the confidence, 
than the sound discretion exercised in the 
appointment of naval commanders, a dis- 
cretion on which the public opinion ought 
to have no inconsiderable weight, because 

at opinion calls forth the merit it rewards. 
I do nat blame sir John Orde because he in- 
stantly put to sea as soon as the French fleet 
appeared; he was inferior to the enemy 
doubtless; but there are occasions when 
high spirit, and a strong feeling of the pub- 


lic cause, will induce men to run great’ 


risks for great objects, and it is on such oc- 
easions when bold attempts are often crown- 
ed with success, or at least find the best con- 
solation for diseppointment® The striking 
fact is} that sir John Orde made a retreat 


“from Cadiz at the moment when a junction 


was to be effected, fron, which the most im- 
portant consequences, and probably great 
disasters to this country, were likely to en- 
sus, Sir John Orde, however, may be per- 
fecily justifiable, I only say that the affair 
cal's for investigation. The state of his fleet 
may have been such as to make it improper 
for him to dq that which, with a fleet in 
giitable order, hewould have attempted. I 
have seen a paper which gives an account of 
the Whole fleet, and of each ship reapective- 
y of his fleet. Mhe Glory is stated to have 
been hurt in her Mast, andotherwise out of 


repair ; the Defence was l€aky,and js since 
sgone into dock ; the Agamemnon was like: he 
wise defactiye in yarious te thi sg the | peditions, which, hoWever, 


phemus and Renown. If this represen 


fion be corréct, a most serious 


pha e against the admiralty ; but why tke 
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ships should have wanted. water, which 
tugal, or from Gibraltar, I am at a loss to 


sir John Orde leave behind some _ vessels 
to watch and to trace the enemy, and to give 
such information, either to lord Nelson, 
when he came down the Mediterranean, or 


have been pursued with a probability of 
overtaking him? Why did not sir John 


manner to engage the enemy, stand away to 
Ferro], and, joining that squadron, obstruct. 
the sailing of the enemy’s armament, and 
perhaps defeat it? Or, might he not have 
taken a middle statién, to watch them till 
joined by some other squadron? These are 

1 very important circumstances ; the public 
expects the elucidation of them ; and it is 
the duty of the house to lead the way in the 
enquiry. As to the destination of the fleet, 
Jamaica appears to me the most likely object, 
and there is a rumour in town, which at 
least may be trve, that it has been attacked, 
After that, Brazil appears the most probable 
object, and it is one every: way of vast im- 
| portance: as a military station, it would 


Orde, if he thought himself unequal in any- 


might have been had from the coast of Por.. 


say. At any rate, however, why did not — 


to government at home, that the foe might - 


give the enemy the command of our India | 


‘trade. We could not blockade Rio Janeiro; 
| and our India fleets must go under a convoy 
| as strong as the enemy on that station might 
‘be. As auxiliary to ultimate views in India, 
‘it would be of vast consequence, and it 
: would supply ship timber ; it would afford 
immense wealth, and it would affect our in- 
terest, by depriving us of the Brazil cotton, 
so essential in manufaetures. If their 
object, however, be the East Indies, I shall 
rejoice, because there I am persuaded, that 
though they may do considerable injury, 
they will! least affect our permanent interests, 
and will, in the end, most certainly be over- 
come; and with such ofticers as sir Edward 
Pellew and sir Thomas Trowbridge in that 
quarter, there would be little chance of their 
acquiring any ascendency by sea. In every 
quarter to which they may go, however, 
they can meet with no force adequate to op= 
pose them, and the question appears to be 
only this, Where are they likely 
least damage? If we escape we can ascribe 
it only to Providence, unless we calculate on 
the same mismanagement in this that hag 
beentconspicuous in their former naval ex; 
the present 
circumstances, ispot so likely as on other 0c; 
casions.—Such, then, is the situation ofthe 
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war, the war that was to limit the ambitiga 
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gid reduce the power of France. But we 
have resisted the threatened invason! ‘This 
appears to me a very futile boast. The in- 
yasion was threatened at the beginning of the 
war, and it is threatened now. If it has 
not hitherto been attempted, that may be 
ascribed, not so much to our domestic pre- 
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ation, as to the superiority of our navy. 


‘J, for one, never believed that the invasion 
would immediately be attempted. It has, 
jn a great measure, answered what probably 
was itsend; it has kept the nation in per- 
‘petual alarm, and exposed us to immense 
expense, without at all advancing the objects 
‘of the war, and all the preparations for the 
design are according to the information in 
‘the king’s speech, still continued. That 
‘one great object of the enemy was to distract 
‘our attention, is highly probable ; but, if 
invasion ever was the object, there is no 
‘reason whatever to believe that it is aban- 
doned. @ Whatever Buonaparté’s character 
‘in other respects may be, we have not seen 
‘that as a soldier he is subject to passion ; he 
-is not to be incited by taunts, to an attempt 
:for.which things are not ready ; but if affairs 
are conducted as they have been, when 
-our fleets are scattered in pursuit of the 
‘enemy, when’ our troops are dispersed in 
foreign settlements, that attempt for which 
the preparations have never been relaxed a 
moment, may at last be tried; and that 
Buonaparté sees all these combinations there 
‘can be no doubt. The boast of not being 
‘invaded, is one of the most idle and absurd 
which it is possible to conceive. —Thus, sir, I 
‘have shewn, from unquestionable facts, that 
no material improvement has taken place in 
‘our military and naval state; that none of 
‘the objects of the war have been attained ; 
‘and that no. progress whatever has been made 
‘towards them, or is likely in future. - In 
this situation, it is the imperious duty of the 
‘house to call upon ministers to give us some 
rational prospect of pursuing the war with 
success, or of explaining to us that peace on 
equitable and honourable terms is not to be 
obtained. —This leads me to notice the state 
of our continental alliance, as alluded to in 
‘the speech from the throne, in the speeches 
“of the minister, or in other communications. 
On this head, too, I fear there is nothing 
_ on which, we can congratulate ourselves. 
‘While Buonaparté’s power on the conti- 
“nent remains, unimpaired, he exercisés over 
‘his neighbours an influence of policy or in- 
‘timidation which at present leaves litue 
‘room to hope for efficient co-operation. At 
*the begiuning of the session We ge tok, 
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notwithstanding the:e transactious, so re- 
‘pugnant to every sentiment ‘of moderation 
and justice, I have recently received a com- 
munication from the French government, 
containing professions of a pacific d'sposi- 
tion. I have, in consequence, expressed my 
earnest desire to embrace the first. opportt- 
nity of restoring the blessings of peace, on 
such grounds as may be consistent with the 
permanent safety and interests of my do- 
}minions ; but am confident you ‘will agree 
‘with me, that those abjects are closely 
connected with the general security of 
Europe. I have, therefore, not thought 
it right to enter into any more particular 
explanation, without previous communica- 
tion with those powers on the continent 
with whom I am engaged in confidental 
intercourse and connexion, with a view 
to that important object, and: especially 
with the emperor of Russia, who has 
given the strongest proofs of the wisé and 
dignified sentiments by which he,is anima- 
ted, and of the warm interest hé@ takes ia 
the safety and independence of Europe.”— 
There is no instance, I believe, of the house 
being thus left so mych ia the dark, not of 
the actual state of Things, but of the views 
and objects of government. The former it 
may be proper to conceal; but of the 
latter, can it be fit that the house should 
be ignorant, when the publi€ isto undergo 
the burdens they «may involve? The com- 
munications on such subjects during the 
war have been generally of three kinds: 
either they state,-that peace, throngh the. 
spirit and ambition of the enemy, is un- 
attainable ; or that progesitions have been 
received, but, not such as to justify relaxa- 
tion in the conduct of government, . or pr 
parations for the war ; or, lastly, they have 
annotneed negotiations, the result of which 
would in due "time be Jaid before. parlia- 
ment. Bat his majesty’s speech merely 
says, that to an overture, on theyface of it 
fuir and ogén, no answef cai he given, 
because his majesty is engaged in ceniiden- 
tial intércourse with othér powers. ~-No 
views whatever of the policy to which that 
intercourse is directed; no hint, wih r it 
is*an intercourse pointing to arrangement 
for peace or for war, is given. Sach was 
the ignorance parliafmeat at_thé opefi- 
ing of the session. From_ some of th 
principles stated in another part of 
speech, of which I havé read an extract, I 
‘am so far from"@ssenting, that ant happy 
to take’this opportunjgy of €xpressing my 


concurrence in them to any fair conse- 
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quences to which they can be carried. 
he speech says, that the interest of this 


_ comntry is connected with. that of the con- 


tinent ; and that proposition .is peculiarly 
- true in the present circumstances of Great- 


Britain and of Europe. I therefore distinctly: 
avow my assent to this proposition, because, 


without a great and powerful co-operation 
on the continent there can be no chance of 
reducing the power of France; and because 
unless, failing that, the great powers take a 
part in negotiation.in one shape or other, 
my hope of permanent peace will be much 
weakened. But, in saying this I must say 
too, that unless the co-operation of the con- 
tinental powers be such as to afford a 
tational prospect of success, it would not 
be desirable. In that case, too, it appears 
tome that a separate peace, on moderate 
terms, would be preferable to a mere de- 
fensive war. If, indeed, the enemy were 


to be so unreasonable as to reject all equi- 


table terms, the nation would then not 
only subiiit to a defensive war, but to every 


sacrifice and privation, rather than fall down | 


at the feet.of France. Then, indeed, it would 
be proper to make no peace, and the spirit 
of the country would hake none till every 
‘Fesource had been exhausted and every 
exertion tried; till. we could say in the 
words formerly quoted by the right hon. 
_gent.—** Potuit que plurima virtus, &c.”— 
This extreme case is not likely to occur ; 
but if, reduced to the necessity of that de- 


“fensive war, which is, only not worse than 


an inadequate peace, it would be the 
duty of the house to see that it was not so 
_conducted as tobe even more .dangerous 


' than peace, and ‘Yo take care that every 
“effort should be well directed, and every 


expense applied with economy. ‘The other 
alternative I haye mentioned is a s@parate 
“peaee, in case the co-operation of the con- 
tinent or the concert of other powers in 
-hegotiatign ‘were unavailing. I hope such 
a peace Will net take place. It is impossible 
_to say beforehand, however, what such a 
peace might be; it might be better than a 
rere defensive war. A great responsibility 
“would be én those who concluded it, as to 
_the'fifie a:id'the terms of it, and obtaining 
_ the 


“groul@ admit. 


the* strongest light, the injustice 
and violence of the enemy. Upon these 
to anticipate eithergthe circumstances that 

such a transaction, 


securities which circumstances 
it. -But, at any rate they ought ' 
0 be sigh. as,, if violated, would at once’ 


Aahew, i 


it is impossible. 
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vernment to Buonaparté’s overture. Had 
we at that time been engaged in allianog” 
with Russiaj-or had negotiations with that 
power been so far adyanced as to be on th 

eve of conclusion, it would have beer 

highly proper to decline any negotiation ti 

Russia was consulted. If the negotiations 
for alliance were in an advanced progress, 
surely they ought now to have — been 
brought to aconclusion. If they were not, 
might not. ministers have answered Buona. 
parté, and pointed out a negotiation with 
other powers, as that most likely to lead 
to peace ? As far as appears, there was ngt 
sufficient reason, so far as our intercourse 
with Russia was concerned, for not givinga 
more direct answer to adirect overture. There 


fess, which leaves us much in the dark in this 
discussion ; but it is to supply that infor- 
mation that the present motion is, in part, 
intended. Since the opening of the session, 
however, we have received another %m- 
munication—the message now on the table. 
We are told, “ that the communications 
which have taken place, and are still des 
pending, between his majesty and some of 
the powers of the continent, have not yet 
“been brought to such a point as to enable 
his majesty to lay the result of them be- 
fore the house, or to enter into any farther 
explanation with the French, government, 
consistently with the sentiments expressed 
by his majesty at the opening of the pre- 
sent session.” I have said that the speech 
at the opening of the session left us ig- 
norant of the state-of the intercourse with 
Russia, and we received no information 
till, on the opening of the budget, the right 
hon. gent. stated that he proposed to reserve 
five milfions to be voted afterwards, as.sub- 
sidies to foreign powers, if circumstances 
.rendered it expediei:t. Five months. haye 
elapsed since that time, and still we haye 
| No information, either on the actual. state 
of the negotiation or the objects of it, .ex- 
cept as far as. it may be gathered’.from. 
the subsidy we are. called.on to-yote... Th 

‘mode of proceeding, at the beginning .of 


this still more so for we.are. called on fo 
vote money for objects we do not knoy, 


rst instance applied to prosecute the war, 
ony case, the enemy refuse. reasonable 


&., 
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whether peace were negotiated in conjunie, 
tion with our allies, or under the mediation 
or guarantee of ather powers. Let us now, 
then, examine the answer sent by oe 


is a wantof information on the subjeet, I con- 


the session, appeared. unprecedented, and” 


norant whether. the money is to be.in.the , 
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| terms.pf peace, which it may now be in- 


to leave a large discretion with ministers, 


critical, in the opinion of all, 
example. Every fact which is, efore | 


595]. 


tepided to propose.. ‘This indeed would bes 


h as never before-was claimed. Last war, 


indeed, a sum ‘wasteft at the discretion of | 


ministers, but it, was afters the object 
was thoroughly known, the power to which 
dt yeas granted ascertained, not to men- 
tion that the amount, a thing of no small 
practical importance, was so much less. 

ut here the ‘cause, the means, the pro- 
spect of co-operation, its value, its applica- 
tion are beforehand unknown, and it is to 
be left at the discretion of, the minister to 
apply five millions in any manner, to any 
purpose. and to any power he may think fit. 
Surely the house will not_so'far abdicate its 
functions, as thus, blindfold, to vote away 
its essential right of controling the applica- 
tion of thé public supplies. Subsidies un- 
soubteflly may sometimes be expedient, but 
‘the police granting” them’ will depend 
on, the object to. which they ‘are directed, 
the power that- is to feceive ‘them, and. 
his. ability and disposition to render a fair 
equivalent.of service. The time of granting 
fham aught to, he But’ at pre- 

pt how. do we know ‘who aré the powers 
subsidised? Can an 
co-operation, without, one of, the great, 


powers, Austria or Prussia? Without them, 
would the co-operation of Russia, eyen the 
greatest of the other powers, not to speak 
Denmark or. Sweden, ‘be worth* pur- 
chasing ? And what is the'time?. If Rus- 
sia be the principal power to be subsidised, 
shall, we be told at the end of June that 
itis necessary to Come to this vote for any 
yefligient co-operation this season ? Let 
Teast be informed of the grounds and object 
of the alliance with Russia. Ifthe negotia- 
tion, after so longa delay, be not ready, 
Surely its consummation cannot be distant, 
uf it be at all probable, Then’ let the house 
ait till the affair be adjusted ; and whatever 
inconvenience. might arise to individuals 
from a protracted session, it is the duty of 
all to attend.the business of their country 
an oceasion of such magnitude, “ifvol- 
.Ming the highest privileges, most’ im- 
functions ef a house of commons. 
I have thus laid. beféte the house, at greater 
dength than I could have wished; a’ few 
outline’, of the situation of the coun- 
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RS, every .consequence to which those facts | 


evidently lead, impose upon us the 


our situationg and perligment 


ought not to separate till it has ascertained 


the real state of the cduntry. Ifthe motion. 
which’ I gave motice ‘gppeared:to me‘neces- 
sary a few days ago, it appears ‘tore ‘fit 
ad seasonable, ii consequence “of the mes- 
sage presented yesterday ; and, whett.cal] 
upon to yote a of five milhons; without 
information’ of kind, I ‘trast ‘the “hatise 
will ‘hesitate before they pledge their own 
credit, ‘and the money of theif consttiients, 
in a manner so unusual, Ithereforé'move, 
that an humble address” be presented-to 
his majesty,, praying that he will “be gra- 
ciously pleased not to prorogue his parliament 
until he sha'l- have been enabled to affoxd 
to this house more full information “with 
respect both to his majesty’s relations with 
foreign powers, and to his views and pro- 
spects‘in the contest in which his majesty is 
engaged.” 
Castlereaxh said, he did not mean 
to follow the lion. ‘gent. through the whee 
of his statements, but “merely reply 
to the géneral® paints ‘of his a 
The hon. gent. ‘had contended that “if was 
not consistent with the duty of thé Tonse 
to place sucha ‘discretion in “his ‘majesty’s 
goverment, as the vote of ‘the sum*alladed 
‘to'would amount to ; but before'te sat down, 
‘he trusted’ feshould “persdade the’ hotise 
‘that: if théy could not intrust such- a discré- 
tion to the present government, ‘they ought 
to ‘substitute some other ‘government, to 
which’ they ‘could’ intrust ‘it, “and ‘that m0 


“case. could. warrant ‘their with-holding“it, 
‘but a‘want of confidence’ in his majesty 

government, thai§if an octasion should atisé, 
‘they would not assemble parliament to coni- 
municate’ the matter to them. -He con- 
curred ina great’ part of the specch of the 
“hon. gerit! agreed particularly in tphat 
he had stated ‘in the ‘outset of* his *spee¢h, 
that there never had“ been fit a period in. 
the history of the country, tien’ the’ people 
had been move true’ to themsely ‘their 


‘teat interests. He’ concurred too with the 


hon. gent., that if Ireland was ‘not precisely 


‘in ‘the state in-which it was desirable. it 
“should be,: it was rapidly. advancing towards 


it.’ He was to join’ issie ‘with the 
hor ‘prelimitiary “magtter, “for 
he ‘perfectly agreed; with: him.- ‘Th@shon. 
gent. might justly Wall upon, his* majésty's” 


Ministers to justify and explain the 


which. they had applied “the résourcés at 
facilities of* and they: hz 


disposed of ‘them™in‘the prosecution 


“The ‘hon, gent. Hag in this.view-ad- 
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-mavy. It was satisfactory, however, to his | efforts of former governments for that pur. 
‘right hon. friend, as it must have been to| pose. Jn the year 1802, our whole re 
the house, that on the first point to which | force, exclusive of militia, was one iy 
. the hon. gent. had adverted, relative to the |dred and seventy-four thousand men ; on 
‘finances of the country, he had made no | the 1st June, 1805, it*was one hundred and 
‘harge against’ the able administration of | seventy-siggithousand eight hundred ang 
“that department. The prosperity of the | ninety-nimg, so that it was now three 
ban which was to be inferred from the | thousand more than at the period when jt 
rishing state of its finances, was certainly | had been higher than at any former period 
‘no argument for the prosecution of a war | of our history; therefore the picture the hon, 
“that was not in itself just and necessary. | gent. had drawn of our military strength 
‘The hon. gent. had stated that the war had |.was too gloomy and unfounded. If the 
~ been begun under an assurance that no ad- | hon. gent. took the period of the change of 
‘dition would be made to the national debt | administration, it would be found, that the 
‘in the prosecution of it. But the hon. gent. | military force had been improved in quality, 
“must recollect that this statement had been }as well as carried to as high a degree a5 
‘made’in the contemplation of a certain | possible under the circumstances of the 
“quantum of war expenses, and if that ratio| country. The gross amount of the military 
‘of expenditure had not been exceeded, this | force was, in 1804, two hundred and thirty. 
country would have been in the singular | two thousand, at present it was two hundred 
‘situation of maintaining a war expen-| and forty-seven thousand, being an increase 
 diture of 25,000,0001. annually, without | of fifteen thousand on the gross force. The 
adding to its debt. When the war com-| troops serving abroad amounted at present 
? *menced it had a singular character, the| to sixty-seven thousand, being an increase 
‘enemy threatened our existence, and we/| of nineteen-thousand above what they were 
“had to provide in that instance only for our| in 1804, so that there was a total increase 
defence. Since, however, it had been the| of thirty-five thousand regular troops. since 
‘policy to apply our military’ resources not | that period. The disposable infantry w 
‘anly to the purposes of defence, but for | in 1804,@inety-eight thousand ; they were 
-‘active offensive operations if an occasion ‘pow one hundred and twenty thousand, be- 
“should offer. ‘The hon. gent. had stated, | ing an increase of twenty-two thousand ; so 
~ ‘that now, at the end of two years of war, | that our military force was now greater than 
‘eur debt had been increased thirty millions. |ever, and proved the country to be ina 
. The fact was, that this was the nominal ad- {situation highly encouraging, so far, from 
dition to it, and not more than half that | justifying the gloomy views of the hon. 
. sam: had been borrowed, The hon. gent. |gent. ‘The noble lord then stated, that the 
‘had animadverted on thé state of the army | regular recruiting had’ produced within the 
& - ‘and navy, and hed made a charge of want | fst four months of this year seven thou- 
| -of vigour founded upon it against his ma- | sand four hundred and sixty-four, and there 
- Jesty’s government. He had stated that our | had been recruited thirteen thousand from 
‘military situation had not been improved. | the militia, making together an accession 
‘The hon. gent. could not have looked at- | of twenty thousand. “There was therefore 
tentively at the subject, or be would not| reason to expect that fifteen thousand more 
have rated so low our general militaty posi- | would be obtained by the regular recruiting 
. tion, nor stated that it had not undergone |in the next eight months of the year. By 
‘a considerable improvement since the period | the other means of procuring an accession 
with which he had pared it. As to the} to the army, three thousand had been ob- 
general amount of the military force, he | tained during the last five months of ‘ast 
°» should not deny that it was bigaly ‘desi- | year, and five thousand in the first five 
‘able to add to our militagjstrengtivas much | months of this year, and without at all 
es “as possible, and to cafry it even beyond | interfering with the regular recruiting. The 
‘ _owhat it was at presen, when the hon, | next poingto which the hon. member had 
F<. "gent. represented it a8 inadequate, he ought | adverted was the state of the navy. He had 
| »,'to havé cempared it with its state at some | considered . the number of ships ip 


‘former period of our history. He was! commission, bat in order to make a 
aware that this would not’be a just criterion | and impartial coffiparison, he ought to have 
% of its present adequacy, but it would be a | taken info his view the number that hadg 


fiterion%of thgppower of calling forth been put out ofcomfhission. Since the 
| ¥ Wrens of the and of th perigd glo there had been 
fe 


hi 
lir 
br 
al 
$a 
vi 
ve 
ex 
$i: 
th 
th 
an 
it. 
to 
H 
(a 
‘it 
ne 
co 
re 
vi 
of 
try 
on 
en 
th 
Ww 
fh 
du 
Fr 
lu 
je 
sh 
pr 
th 
to 
co 
m 
afi 
of 
on 
Us 
_ 
ble 
wi 


his majesty’s navy twenty-three ships of the 
line, fifty-eight frigates, eighty-two gun- 
brigs, and thirty-two fire-ships, making in 
all an addition of one hundred and seventy 
sail; and notwithstanding the number put 
out of commission from being unfit for ser- 
vice, and casualties, &c. the “mimber of 
yessels of all descriptions now in Commission 
exceeded those in 1804 by one hundred and 
sixty sail. But the comparative state of 
the navy must depend on the exigency of 
the moment and the duty it had to perform, 
and on that ground he was prepared to argue 
it. The hon. member, in that part of his 
speech wherein he had stated that allfithe 
Miects of the war had failed, had appeared 
to have mistated the objects of the war. 
His impression’ of the objects of the war was, 
(and the house would recollect what objects 
jt had sanctioned by its approbation,) not a 
ulative hope of reducing the power of 
France, or its influence on the continent ; 
not the speculative hope of being able to 
confine it within its present limits, or of 
reducing these limits: no, it was the con- 
yiction irresistibly impressed on the minds 
of his majesty’s ministers, and on the coun- 
try, that they had no choice, that they had 
only the alternative whether they should 
engage in the war with some securitics in 
their possession, or endeavour to conciliate, 
which he contended would have veen cri- 
minal, and might have afforded the hon, 
gent. aground of charge against his majesty's 
government. The hon. gent. had stated 
this object of the war to have been to re- 
duce by our own otis the whole power of 
France, and then had charged the increased 
means of the enemy as a proof of the fai- 
jure of his majesty’s ministers, and the ob- 
jects of the war. But he should have 
shewn that the French ruler would not have 
proceeded in his progress of tyranny and 
usurpation from the throne of France to 
that of Italy, from the plunder of Holland 
to the subjection in which he kept Spain, 
Switzerland, and thé continent, if we had 
continued at peace, in order to prove his 
majesty’s ministers culpable. The hon. gent. 
after havi? untruly represented the objects 
of the war, had proceeded to a criticism 
onthe manner in Which it had been con- 
ducted. He thought, as any one 
the naval resources of this country, but 
did not think them capagle of affording 
ws commanding on 
_ stations, andgenabling us to continue the 
blockades “at bone We had to %hoose 
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foreign stations or at home. .The enemy at. 
first directed their whole attetition to the 

invasion @f this country ; before they chan- 

ged that character of the war, the hon... 
gent. would not have approved of the dis-. 

tribution of the naval force by his majesty’s. 

ministers, if whilst the enemy’s fleets were 

in Brest, Rochefort, Toulon, &c. our force 

at home were to have been weskenedgo 
detach squadrons to the West-Incies. "It 
was sufficient to have the means of sending. 
a force from home to follow the enemy. to 
any part of the world. The arrangements. 
had been made with a view ta keep over. 
the enemy a superiority at Toulon and the 
Mediterranean, at Calais, Ferrol, Roche-. 
fort, Brest, &c. There was besides a strong 
squadron off Ireland. No point had been: 
neglected, and the superiority had been: 
maintained in every station. ‘The argument, 
of the hon. member relative to the escape of 
the enemy’s fleet, would go to give up the. 
blockading system altogether. If a fleet 
could get out of a port where our force was. 
stronger, it could certainly get into a port 
where it was weakest. The hon. member ap- 
peared to insinuate that blame was imputable 
to sir John Orde and lord Nelson, for .the. 
escape of the Toulon fleet.. The. nature of. 
a blockade was such, that there was perbaps 
but one or two ports in the world that 
could be completely blockaded, and there- 
fore when the enemy was watching the op-. 
portunity, certainly not glorious tohimself,of 
stealing ont, it was not surprising that they 
had succeeded. He hoped, therefore,. the 
hon. gent. would not persevere in detracting, 
from the glories and the laurels of the: 
noble lord, who was equally distinguished, 
as a patriot and a hero. The hon. gent.. had. 
charged upon his majesty’s. ministers that. 
they did not know to what part of the world, 
the enemy’s fleet had proceeded ; but the. 
information that a government usually had, 
was as to- the force in the harbours of 
the enemy, and the nature of their equip- 
ments, which might lead to 4 conjece 
ture of their destination. . The noble lord, 


wh@ commanded the channel fleet had 
genéTalinstructiogs to detach in pursuit 
of _any“6f the squadrons that should. 


escape from the western ports; when the 
enemy changed their mode off-warfare, ar-. 
rangements had been made without delay ta 
follaw thé to any part of the world. He 
now came to thagspart ef the hon. gentle-. 
man’s speech. which. was. most important, 
He was happy to find that the hon. gent, 
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He had admitted that i it was 
to secure the .permangpt inter- 
ests of this country, and’ at_ this 


time. The, hon. gent, had stated, that, the 


overture of the goverfiment alluded | Fr 


td inthe speech from the throne, was frank |: 
and open; but if the hon. gent. had advert- |’ 


éd to spirit of the message of the French’ 
roller to’ his council a few. days. after, he 


would riot be likely to designate the ‘everture 
frank and open, nor would be think that 


much would have ‘been gained by acting: in-' 


Considerately it. He’ trusted the hause 
wold adhere to the sentiments in their ad- 
, that his majesty would not return any 
answer to'the-oyertuire, till he should com- 
municate with the powers of the continent. 
The hon, gent. had stated, that there were 
three descriptions of communications usually 
made to the liouse at its assembling pending 
a war, . either that the war- was to be con- 
tinued’ from tlie: impossibility of “making 
oe: or that no eligible terms could be 
ined, or that’ negotiations were going 
on: AS to the latter head, ‘the conmunica- 
tidn. of his‘ majesty’s speech was as ample as 
any the crown usually made, It was impos- 


sible that his majesty could give any further }- 


to-parliament, and he.called 
the house to place confidence in his ma- 

jesty’s ministers. It'was impossible, under 
alt the, circumstances of’ the case, to give a 
mote detailed view“ of the transaction. He 
asked, whether the negotiations could have 
been completed’ in a shorter period? There 
were‘ thitee points’ of view to which our 
commitinications with the: cont inent might 
be: directed’; whether the" powers of the 
continent would: co-operate’ witli us,‘in the 
wat ‘whether they should co-operate with’ 
Us in consertience ‘of the refusal'on the’ ‘part 
of the French ‘government’ to actept terms 


Of peace ; or whether they should act inicon- | 
cert with | us, in detensive. ‘measutes the 
cohtinent, to enable the powers’ there to} 


resist the encroachitieuts of France. He | 
Put it to the hon. gent. on narrowest 
ounds, whether, the dis 


bat 
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| such compliance would imply a of 


however, 
the. 


that patliament? 
ad such’ a Stite,surt 


the house would recollect that 
that ti é that. the court of Russia a 


fatigue with, its friendly. interference 
the multiplied breaches of treaties by th 


ench government, and an opening of prog 
ects ‘was.made for, continental co-operation, 
‘hon. gent. bad argued that, if. his Mae 
jesty’s. aitefeni were not prepared to advise 
-him to bring a detailed commaunication. be. 
fore the house, parliament, should continge 
sitting. till such communication could 
made. The adoption of the hon. gentleman 
motion would betray a jealousy of his. ma. 
jestys ministers, that they, would not. be 
dis to assemble parliament, , if a neces 
sity should occur. : The vote would not tett 
parliament as to the discussion of the que} 
tion.at its next meeting: The proceeding 
would be novel and unusual, and. might 
have'a very material effect upon the, councils 
of the powers with whom we are. negotiat. 
ing; it has no. precedent in the history of 
the country. The noble lord recapitulated. 
principal points to which he had adverted, 
and, contending that the hon. gent. had made 
no ground for his motion, concluded by 
expressing his intention to give it a negative, 
Mr. Windham observed, that the ques. 
tion be considered on this 
not as the noble lord who just sat dow’ ‘had 
stated it, whether the amount of, the. sup 
proposed to be voted necessary, gt 
whether that sum wou properly applied, 
but whether, under all the circumstances. 
the country, would be ‘proper that | parlig 
ment’ should. be; proregued., .It was. net 
meant te be argued, ‘hor had. any thin, af 
the kind. been ‘said by. hig, hon. friend wh 
opened the debate,,. th it could or 
gught to. make , any -commy ication to. the 
house. at present, with xegard to any. 
might: be enggged in with. foe 
"The. on was, that’ 


at issue. 

é | ply “with, the motion was, it 
fidence in his majesty, itiisters. that, 
“would sa that the: ‘confidence 
demanded more than. they. ok ‘any “other 
apa te, leavit 
nded 
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could be entertained -for a moment at such a’ 
crisis. Every man must say that we are at 
present in such a situation that it was im- 
possible to cqnceive what plan of proceeding 
government had in contemplation ; at what 
point their policy was levelled; or to what 
it was likely to lead; whether to peace or 
the serious prosecution of the'war. Nobody 
could teJl or divine, though ail were na- 
‘turally anxious to ascertain their object. At 
a time, then, that such doubt and anxiety 
prevailed, and that there was so iittie dispo- 
ition to confide in the discretion of his ma- 
jesty’s ministers, could it be seriously urged 
‘that it would be wise in parliament to sepa- 
sate? If the personal convenience of mein- 
bers was offered as a grovnd for proroga- 
tion, he would say with his hon. friend, 
that such a consideration was not to be put 
in competition with the reasons that pressed 


upon the house to continue sitting. he 


consideration of personal convenience was 


-indeed unworthy to be alleged in that louse 
vagainst the performance of a great public 


duty, when, to say the lezst, the affairs of 


.the empire, upon a general view, were in 


such a situation that parliament ought to 


continue in a state of immediate superin- 
tendance. ‘To continue would not, he main- 


tained, imply any undue want of coniidence 


in his majesty’s ministers. But they pro- 


fessed to be of a different opinion, and ap- 
peared principally to rest their oppositicia to 
the motion upon that basis. The cliim to 


-confidence upon the part of ministers on 


this occasion, naturally led him into an ex- 


-amination of the grounds upon which their 


tile was sustained, and had a_ double 
operation, first, as it regarded the ministers 
themselves, and, secondly, as regarding 
through them the situation of the country. 
The more the minisiers were undeserving of 
confidence,. the more alarming was ihe si- 
tuation of the country, and the greater con- 


‘ sequently was the confidence required to be 
.reposed. Now, as applying to both those 


topics, it was to be observed, that there was 
a remarkable discordency between what had 


_ taken place since ministers came into office, 


and what they promised at the time they ac- 


- cepted offices They certainly did not fulfil 
what they so frequently promised respecting 


thearmy, the inefficiency of which was the 


, prominent feature of the charge urged against 
their predecessors. 


The army which, it 


“was. generally supposed, formed a material 
ingredient in war, was in this peculiar war 
in which the country is engaged, almost 
’ wholly neglected, that is, with regard to a 


Vou, V, 


1805.—State of Public Affairs. [514 
provision for.its permanent supply. Upon 
this head ministers had certainly rather 
broken their pledges to parliament and the 
country, and this was the more deservi 

of notice, when it was recollected, that the 
inattention of their predecessors to the army 
was the principal cause of their removal 
from office, and the principal article of ac- 
cusation too exhibited against them by some 
of their present colleagues. This marked 
inattention tothe army he considered quite 
a sufficient ground, at least, of distrust, in 
his majesty’s ministers ; and it undoubtedly 
oceasioned much gloom and discontent 
throughout the country. On this subject 
he cautioned the house against the exaggerate 
edstatement which the noble Jord had made 
as to the amount of our force. He did not 
mean that this statement was purposely ex- 
agserated by the noble lord; but he wished 
to impress on the house the propriety of 
analysing such statement before it attached 


‘much importance to it. The noble lord 


had said, that our disposable force had re- 


ceived an increase within the year of no less 
(than 35,000 men. But the question was; 
'of what kind was that increase? We had 
' heard of a transfer of trom 15 to 16,000 men 
‘from the militia; but of what sort were the 
| remainder of the augmentation ? Were they 
| of such a description as the corps talked of 
/at New Brunswick or Ceylon? If they were, 
i they surely formed no material addition to a 
regular army, although they might sweil a 
statement. As to the addition which the 
army received from the militia, they could 
claim no credit for that addition who fre- 
quently contended that the militia were as 
efficient and as material to the strength of 
the country as the regular army. But in 
point of fact, however ministers might vaunt 
of the encrease which. had taken place in 
the regular army, #here were no means 
adopted that promised a regular and efficient 
supply. This was the general complaint. 
The militia had furnished one supply ; 
10,000 men had been obtained from Ha- 
nover. But then no permanent resource 
was provided: the men the army had got 
were not procured by recruiting, nor by any 
settled system that was likely to continue 
productive. No; the means by which the 
army was augmented furnished the extent of 
their capacity once for all; and the army 
was absolutely left in future to depend for 
supply on aceidents or shifis-—The noble 
iord, the right hon. gent. observed, had 
passed on from the army to the navy, and 
gone into as it were Wie detaiis of two years 
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naval campaigns. But without following 
the noble lord through all, or any: of his de- 
tails, the general result was before the eyes 
of parliament and the country, and upon 
that general result every man could decide. 
Among all the vicissitudes of wax, among 
all the gloomy and distracting prospects 
wh’'ch the present war presented, parliament 
and the people were accustomed to hear and 
derive consolation from the thought that 
Great Britain had the dominion of the seas. 
But how did the case now stand? The fleets 
of the enemy were ont in various directions. 
A formidable force was gone we know not 
where; the bolt was shot, and where it 
might light, time slone could tell us, but 
that it was likely to give our dominions a 
severe wound, there was too much reason 
to dread. Apprehensions were entertained 
for Ireland, the Indies, &c. Public anxiety 
eagerly sought the enemy’s destination, but 
all was suspense and uncertainty. The peo- 
ple were uneasy, and the government was 
ignorant—Liie right hon. gent. expressed 
a hope and anxious wish, that notwithstand- 
ing the present staie ef things, particularly 
with respect to the French ffeet, the country 
should have nothing more in the end to 
complain of, but the mismanagement of 
ministers, or to enquire about the efficienc 

or inefficiency of the system of blockade. 
Every Briton must naturally feel glad if the 


effect of the prescnt alarming prospects’ 


should at least be reparabie, and that it 
should net prove that we had an insecure 
hold of the dominion of the sea. But he 
could not help saying, that the appearance 
of our affairs was by no means calculated to 
‘encourage confidence, such as the noble 
lord endeavoured to excite by a statement 
that, howeyer, it might tell at a court martial, 
on the trial of the blockading offieer, could 
mate but little impression upon that house, 
or the thoughtiul part of the public, with 
respect to the general conduct of our naval 
affairs —The noble lord’s view of our fi- 
nances, the right hon. gent. stated his dis- 
fnclination to enter into, because he did not 
think that part of his speech very material 
to the present question. 
one short remark which he begged to sub- 
mit, The noble lord, in his endeavour to 
account for the non-performance of thai 
minister’s promise, Who that/for a cer- 
tain period ng encrease of our debt would 
take place, stated indeed, that the disap- 
pointnient of the expectation excited by that 
promise. (if any cne did seriously rely on it), 


gfose from this, that the expenditure was 
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higher than the sum provided. Why, trily, 
it was in that way that estimates were com 
monly found to fail.’ Why it should answe 
the noble lord’s purpose better to state tha 
the expenditure exceeded the income, thag 
to say that the income fell short of the ex, 
penditure, he was not able to discover, ft 
was the fact of the two fot meeting tha 
made the failure, and that failure was ay 
additional] reason for not relying with equal 
confidence upon ministers. —But the strong: 
est ground for distrust arose from the state 
of the army. If it were said that this’state 
was not wholly chargeable to the: present 
ministers, he wonld admit it; for it would 
have been impossible, for them since: their 
accession to power, to have repaired what 
their predecessors had done, and to have 
supplied what those predecessors had left 
undone. But yet the present ministers might 
have put measures in motion, and those mea 
sures might have beén now in progress, ‘tg 
remove the evil complained of. ‘This, how. 
ever, was not the case. The army was left 
to waste away, unless some chance arose; 
unless some lucky God-send offered to sup. 
ply it; unless some other country like Ha 
nover should fall into the hands of the 


But yet there wes 


enemy. This was a melancholy considers 
tion, for just in proportion as our danger 
pressed, whether it was our object to con 
clude a peace or carry on a war with vigour, 
a formidable army was essentially necessary, 
—With all the noble lords observations Te 
specting the propriety of cultivating a com 
tinental connexion, the right-hon. ‘gent. 
expressed a decided concurrence. He re, 
membered, however, when quite a different 
sentiment prevailed in that house, and wheq 
some gentlemen justified the peace of Amiens, 
in consequence of its tendency to put an 
end to such connexions, But he was glad 
to witness the change that row appeared, 
and that gentlemen were become sensible of 
the propriety of continental connexions fot 
this country. Necessity was a harsh teacher, 
but then she was not a bad one. Mucha 
the house had heard of the pride and honesty 
of standing alone, it was now found that so 
Jitude in danger was not a very consoling 
sitnation. After having made use of taunt 
‘ing language; after having endeavoured, 
under the affectation of magnanimity and 
lofty professions, to gover the indiscretion, 
and even the treachery of insulting and det 
serting our continental friends, it was now 
felt necessary to resort to them, to coutt 
them. Some of them, however, were not 


to be found, Sardinia was now no moje 
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‘and others were in fetters. But such as felt 
any wish towards us should be sought after, 
and their support conciliated if possibie. 
There-were powers to which ministers might 
jook for aid, with some hope of success, 
What they had done yet in this way they 
declined, perhaps very properly, to com- 
municate to the house. But their declining 
todo so, and the necessity of the continen- 
tal concert looked for, formed considerations 
to shew that parliament should continue to 
sit to watch the manner in which the mi- 


nisters should exercise the powers vested in| 


their hands, and to receive the earliest in- 
telligence of the result of their negotiations. 
In the opinion of the noble lord, however, 
the want of confidence in ministers which, 


according to his judgment, the adoption of | 


the motion would infer, was a just ground 
of objection. Because, as the noble lord 
argued, to refuse confidence to ministers at 


present would be to reduce them in the es-: 
timation of the country, still more of foreign — 


courts, and thus injure the progress of the 
pending negotiations. 


however, were admitted, it would operate 
.country had much more confidence in the 


| administration of 1799 than they were wil- 
‘ling to grant to the present—Whether look- 
ing to the motion on the broad ground of 
| public safety, or to the degree of contidence 


for universal confidence in ministers. But 
it became necessary to take a course between 
two extremes; to take away from ministers 
apart of the power of doing good lest they 
should doharm. It was one of the disad- 
vantages of our constitution, and oi every 
other nation in which there existed a po- 
pular assembly, that the government must 
have a limited confidence. 
tage, however, was more than compensated 
by the advantages resulting from such an 
arrangement, But this was a disadvantage 
of which all ministers might equally com- 
plain, forall ministers were subject to the 
same control; and, in order to facilitate the 
exercise of that control, their powers were 
limited. To preserve this salutary control 
over the proceedings of ministers at the 
present important juncture, it was his wish 
that parliament should not be prorogued.— 
As to the noble lord’s quotation of prece- 
dents, of which he seemed very fond, the 
tight hon. gent. observed, that the noble 
lord often resorted to them, where, in point 
of fact, they did not form a proper criterion. 
When the noble lord alluded to the army, 
instead of dwelling upon the peculiar state 
of the country, and its capacity to produce 
alarge military force, he went back to other 
periods, and instituted a comparison between 
times and circumstances, having no analogy 
Whatever. But whether, in coustituting an 


This disadvan- | 
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army or demanding confidence, it was the 
noble lord’s pleasure to resort to precedents, 
it however happened, that the precedent 
which he had quoted on this occasion could 
not avail him; for there were not merely 
** shades of difference,’’ as the noble lord 
expressed it, between the circumstances 
under which the vote of three miilions, in 
1799, and those which existed at present; 
but they weve essentially different. In the 
former instance the sum voted was not oniy 
much less than that now. proposed, but the 
negotiation was actually coucluded, and the 
line of proceeding clearly marked out, and 
our continental connexions ascertained. How 
then, independently of any consideration 
arising from a diiierence as to our dangers, 
could a comparison be said to lie as to the 
two periods ? They were, in fact, altogether 
dissimilar. Without recoilecting all the de- 
tails, there was, perhaps, one particular 
reason why that precedent was not applica- 
ble. It might very well h2ppen that, al- 
though there was an individual in the present 


If such an argument, | administration who also beiony: 1 to the ad- 


ministration of 1799, pacliament and the 


due to ministers, the right hon. gent. de- 
cidecly thought, that it ought to Le acceded 
to. Parliament would desert its daty if it 
invested ministers with unlimited power at 
such a crisis as the present ; if it left to them 
the whole management of public affairs; if 
it allowed a vast sum of money to be cis- 
posed of according to their direction. If 
all this was to he submitted to, merely in 
order that prorogation should be preferred to 
adjournment, it must excite the surprise 
and discontent of the country.—The right 
hon. gent. concluded with recapitulating his 
several arguments, and stating that the dan- 
gers of the eountry were such, that whether 
it Was meant to continue the war or take a 
temporary refuge in peace, it was become 
necessary always to have in contemplation 
that we had to contend with an enemy who. 
both followed the ambition of the anciert 
Romans, and emulated their virtues (if vir- 
tues they could be called), and having the 
same view of universal dominion, was ss 
little likely to desist from it either in war 
or peace. Into many topics of the noble 
lord’s speech, the right hon. gent. decline 
to enter for the present, particularly that 
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which ‘related to the army, as an opportu- 
nity for fully discussing that subject would 
offer itself in a few days. 

~ Mr. Canning saw no advantage that could 
be derived from the adoption of the proposi- 
tion before the house ; for if the meeting of 
a parliament should at any time be neces- 
sary, it might be convoked with sufficient 
promptness and facility even after the pro- 
togation. ‘To keep the members in town at 
this season, did not appear to him to pro- 
mise any particulary public good, while it 
might be productive of great public mischief. 
As to the sum proposed to be voted in con- 
sequence of his majesty’s message, he could 
not see why his right hon. friend should 
assume that it would cmount to five mil- 
lions. . The right hon. gent. deprecated the 
idea of fixing a suspicion on his majesty’s 
ministers, by adopting a motion so con- 
trary to general custom as that before the 
house, and proclaiming to the country and 
to foreign courts, that they were unworthy of 
confidence. What the gentlemen on the 
other side could propose to obtain by pressing 
this motion, and preventing a prorogation, he 
confessed himself quite unable to compre- 
hend.~ If it was their object to discuss and 
improve the state of the army, they would 
have a full opportunity of communicating 


their designs on Monday next, for upon 


that day the house was aware that a great 
authority was to come forward with great 
military plans; in consequence of which, 
the sessions might close with a new military 
system, that should do away all the blunders 
that had been heretofore committed ; that 
should set a new military machine in mo- 
tion guite free from blemish, and incapable 
ef obstruction; that should, in fact, render 
it unnecessary for parliament, for years, 


again to consider a military subject. If it) 


was the wish of gentlemen to enquire into 


the system of blockade as applicable to the 


escape of the Toulon fleet, with a view to 
attribute blame to ministers, he called upon 
them to institzte the enquiry immediately, 
and they wouid find that lord Nelson’s fleet 


. Was more thai adequate, in every respect, 


to the French ficet, of course, that adequate 
provision was made on the part of ministers 


in that quarter, The right hon. gent. com- 


bated the various arguments of his right hon. 
friend in favour of the motion, and con- 
tended that two-thirds of his hon. friend's 
speech made against the motion. From the 
motion itself, he saw no good that could 


arise; nor could he ccneeive it to have any 


ether object in view, than to express a little 
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‘here there was no precise object submitted 


should touch upon it slightly, because that 


spleen, and to proclaim an unfounded wane! 
of confidence in his majesty’s ministers, 

Mr. Windham stated, in explanation, that 
his meaning was, that parliament should 
continue to sit, and not-vote ‘the money re 
quired, until it should prove to be actually 
necessary ; thus any improper confidence ip 
ministers would be guarced against. 

Earl Temple snported the motion of hig 
hon. frieud, and particularly argued, that, 
if his majesty was not yet in a situation that 
enabled him to make any communication’ 
to the house, respecting his foreign rela. 
tions, they should at least continue to sit, 
and by that means be in the same situation’ 
as at the beginning of the session. What 
they wanted was, that they should not be 
out of a situation in which they might re.’ 
ceive communications when ready to be 
made. The sum left at the disposal of the 
minister, was no doubt great ; but it was 
not the amount to which he objected; it 
was to the principle, which he regarded ‘as 
unconstitutional and unprecedented. The 
vote of credit alluded to in the year 1799, 
was very different. There was in that case 
a specific cbject to which the money was to 
be applied. ‘There was an existing alliance 
and an engagement had been formed ; but 


to the house. The one wasa real, the other 
an eventual expense. ‘There was a great 
difference, he contended, between adjourn-’ 
mentand prorogation. In the one case they 
were certain of the day of meeting ; but in 
the other, whatever might be the situaticn 
of the country, whatever calls there might 
be for the distribution of the public money, 
they could have no control over it. 

Mr. Fox said, he could not reconcile it to 
his feelings to give asilent vote upon a ques- 
tion so intimately connected as the present 
with the rights and privileges of parliament, 
and the policy of the country; he should, 
however, endeavour to bring what he had 
to submit to the house, within as short a 
compass 2s possible. The first point, he 
observed, was, that by the three last loans 
this country had added to the capital of its 
debt not less than eighty millions of money. 
This was a matter of grave consideration, 
considering the former burthens- of the 
country to which this was an addition, nots 
withstanding the progress of the consolidated 
fund, and the salutary system of raising wat 
taxes, and providing for so Jarge a portion 
of our expenditure within the year. With 
regard to the army of this country, he 
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subject was soon to be ciseussed at large by 
an hon, friend of his, who was well quali- 
fied for that undertaking (colonel Craufurd); 
and if that hon. gent. had been thought 
sanguine as to his plan in that object, yet 
jt must be allowed that the right hon. gent. 
opposite to him (Mr. Pitt) was also sanguine 
in his plan, for he had made it one of the 

at foundations of his attack on the late 
gaministration, with part of which he had 
afterwards joined, that they had not suf- 
ficiently provided for the permanent esta- 
blisament of the army, and he had brought 
ina bill to supply that defect : that bill had 
been tried, and without being very sanguine 
as to the effect of the plan-of his hon. 
friend, he might venture to predict, that if 
it should be tried, it would be as efficient 
as the bill of the right hon. gent. for the 
permanest encrease of our military force ; 
indeed, the bill of the right hon.: gent. 
coming from a person so extraordinary in’ 
talents, reminded him of what was said. by 
Dr. Johnson of the poem of Ossian. Being 
asked, from what man upon earth, but its au- 
thor, could it be expected? Did he know any 
other man upon earth capable of writing such 
apoem? ‘‘ Oyes,” said the doetor, many 
men, many women, and many childrep !” 
He believed this to be the true description 
of the bill of the right hon. gent. for the 
permanent improvement of the army. With 
regard to the navy, he defended the state- 
ment of his hon. friend (Mr. Grey), and 
maintained that the want of information of 
our government, with respect to the Toulon 
and Rochefort squadrons, was miucly to be 
lamented; and he did not approve of the 
manner in which our naval force was dis- 
posed of in the Mediterranean, the faults 
of which he imputed not to any of the gal- 
lant officers, but to government, who gave 
them orders, and who provided the force. 
Upon the subject of Ireland, the noble lord 
(Castlereagh) had agreed to much of what 
had been stated by his hon. friend in the 
opening of this debate, and he agreed also 
with them both, that the state of Ireland 
was good if some respects; but when he 
used the word good, he used it in the sense 
to express the idea that Ireland was con- 
siderably amended from the condition it had 
been in: and here he must bear an honest 
tribute to the merit of lord Hardwicke, to 
whom much of the improveinent of the 
condition of the people of that country was 
owing. This he should have no difficulty 
in saying, although there were points in the 
conduct of that noble lord, as lord-lieutenant 
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of Ireland, towards a relation of his (general 
Fox) while there, which met his disappre~ 
bation. However, he- could. not help Ja- 
menting that lord Hardwicke, as he under- 
stood from -pretty well grounded rumour, 
was not supported by that. gordiality and 
union, in the administration of that country, 
which was. essential to-carry into effect any 


-Of the best’ plaus of any government. He 


understood that some part of the system of 
that noble lord was opposed by another noble 
person, who had. distinguished himself by 
his epposition to the catholics (lord Re- 
desdale) : much good was not fo be expect+ 
ed from any government where perfect har- 
mohy did not subsist among all its members. 
He had had the honour to present tothe house 
a petition on behalf of the catholics of that 
country, the prayer of which had been re- 
jected by a large majority. He wished to 
know, whether any thing short of that 
prayer was intended to be granted to that 
body of persons, containing almost al} the 
population of that country? He had no he- 
sitation in saying, that it behoved govern- 
ment todo ail that can be done short of 
granting the prayer of that petition. He 
wished the prayer to be granted altogether ; 
but after the sense of parliament had been 
so fully expressed, he could not expect go- 
vernment to have the same view of that 
subject. It was not for him who thought 
the prayer ought to be granted, to point out 
what other mode should be adopted; but it 
behoved those who opposed that prayer to 
lock into the case, and devise the best re- 
medy that appeared to them to be applicable 
to it, for it was not to be expected that the 
people of that country would be content 
with every thing remainir « exactly in its 
present condition there. He recommended 
this subject to the most serious attention of 
government.—He now came to the business 
of the king’s message, and to that which 
was connected with the speech from the 
throne, to which he wished the house par- 
ticularly to attend. The king by that speech 
told parliament that he had received an offer 
of negotiation from the French government; 
that situated as his majesty was, he thought 
proper to say, that he was engaged in con- 


ng 
fidential intercourse with a certain great 
power, meaning the emperor cf Russia; 
that he thought it right to apprise that mo- 
narch of the overtures which had been made 
by France to his majesty, and that he -must 
consult with him before he could return 
any answer to France. Now, he would 


ask, what was the meaning of that come 
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munication. _ He was not now delivering an 
opinion what the answer of his majesty 
ought to be, It was natural enough that 
his majesty should not make;any answer to 
France uutil he had consulted with the em- 
peror of Russia, possibly until he had agreed 
upon a treaty wiih that monarch ; but then 
it was not so likely a way to negotiate with 
effect for peace, if his majesty had to say to 


_ the eneiny, ‘‘ Stay until I can see whether 
I shall be able to enter into a treaty with 


another power, for the purpose of our carry- 
ing on. the war jointly against you.” Now, 
if his majesty’s answer to the overture 
of France for peace was capable of two 


' gonstructions, it was not wonderful if this 


was, the construction the French put upon 
it.. The question then was, when that 
period was to come when the house of 
commons was to have information upon that 
subject? When so proper to ask it as when 
the application was made by the crown for 
money to carry onthe plan, whatever it be, 
which refers to that very subject? The 
great and fundamental principle of our con- 
stitution was, that the house should demand 
all necessary explanation of the executive 
government in these important public con- 


cerns, and no time was so proper, because. 


none was likely to.be so effectual, as when 
they were yoting money to support the sys- 
tem of government; this was the time when 
the advice of the house of commons to the 
throne was maost seasonable, and likely to be 
most respected. This-was one of the right 
uses which the. house had to make of its 
power over the public purse, and ministers 
should, when they came for money, explain 
this matter to the house. And here he must 
remind the hore>, that the right hon. gent., 
when this subject was mentioned at the 
opening of the budget, and the sum of five 
millions was reserved for the probable use 
of subsidies, candidly stated, that no mem- 
ber of the house was to be understood to 
have pledged himself to any opinion what- 


_ ever, not even to the length of granting the 


money, or any part of it, unless he should 
approve of the proposed application. . The 


-house of commons did not point out any 


thing concerning the pecuniary arrangement 
of this matter ; and the right hon. gent. had 
then hopes of being able to give tle house 
some information upon, this subject in the 
course of the present session, He should 
now ask the right hon, gent. when he could 
make the communicaticn? If he could not 
answer now, the’ next point was, since the 
answer cannot be made at the present period 
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of the session, let the session be made to 

continue until the answer comes ; since the 

answer cannot be made to accommodate the 

session, let the session be made:to accom. 

modate the answer. Te was sure the right 

hon. gent. would give the house the infor. 

mation if it was in his power; if he 

not do so now, he should allow. the 

house to sit until he could. But this. mode 

of asking the minister to continue par) ;. 

ment together until he could give it some ip. 

formation, was holding forth to the publ¢ 

that government was entitled to a mark, of 
want of confidence in the house! Want of 

confidence was the constitutional character 
of that house. It was a mark it ought to 

set upon every minister of the crown, it was 

a mark he was. entitled to ex officio, and 

that the more especially under the present 

circumstances; for here was to be a large 

sum of money, perhaps five millions, to be 

proposed to be voted, without any informa- 

tion as to its probable application. There 

was a distinction between the present case 

and the former vote of credit of three mil. 

lions, Atthe time of that vote we were at 

Wat; so we are now, but then we were 
engaged in a continental war, and it was 

then expressed what the money on the vote 

of credit was to be, applied to—that of carry- 

ing on a continental war, a war frequently, 

discussed and approved of by the house ; but 

now the house did not know what this mo- 

ney was for, nor could the house bave any 

guess what it was for. The house knew no- . 
thing but what was to be collected from the 

king’s speech at the opening of the session, 

and the message of yesterday ; but the mes- 

sage was not clearer than the speech, and 

perhaps it could not at present be clearer; 

but then the remedy for that was for parlia-' 
ment to remain together until information 

came. But it was asked, where the difference 

was between prorogation, when parliament 

might assemble in fourteen days, and an ad- 

journment for that time? The difference 

was, that one of these matters was in the 

power of the minister, the other in the 

power of the house of commons; which 
reminded him of a scene in an excellent ¢o- 

medy, wherein the father takes out a bond, 
and the son says ‘* Let me hold it in my 

hand.” ‘The father says, ‘‘ What signifies 
it which of us should hold it—neither of us 
shall hold it.” And then he puts it in his 
pocket. So it was inthiscase. The minis-. 
ter asked, what difference there was between 
an adjourmment and a prorogation? The 
difference was, that he had the bond in his 
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. to refuse to confirm the engagement of his 


efigagements of our government were sub- 
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ocket, if there was a prorogation—He 
then took notice of the power of parliament 


majesty, in the event of its disapproving of 
the terms of such engagement, (a power 
which was unquestionable,) for the purpose 
of shewing how much right the house had 
to demand explanation before it assented to 
the granting a vote for a large sum of mo- 
ney; and he apprehended that the govern- 
ment of foreign powers was not so destitute 
of information of the nature of our consti- 
tation as not to be fully aware that all the 


ject to the approbation or rejection of par- 
Jiament ; and therefore the argument that 
this motion, if agreed to, would diminish 
the respect of foreign powers for our exe- 
ecutive government, had no force in it—He 
then proceeded to observe on the want of 


confidence in his majesty’s ministers parti- | 
cularly. The right hon. gent. could not ex- | 
pect him to have much confidence in him. | 


He certainly had no particular confidence in 
the right hon. gent., but he had no difficulty | 
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share of confidence. Who, said the ‘hon. 
gent., can expect, that we should give ex- 
traordinary confidence, or that foreign na~ 
tions should give any confidence at all, to 
such an administration as the present? [I 
am, perhaps, less sanguine than ot!ers, with 
respect to the good that could be done by the 
best a’ministration ;. but I feel myself ‘sure, 
that an administration formed to compre 

hend all that is respectable for rank, talents, — 
character and induence in the country, ‘af- 
fords the only chance of safety ; and I trust, 
that nobody can suppose that any individeal 
(however he may disapprove, as I certainly 
do, the uncoustitutional principle of exclu- 
sion) would saffer any personal object of 
ambition, it ambition he had, to stand in 
the wey cf the formation of such a iminis- 
try.—If the present executive government 
did not feel this trath, it was time that the 
people told them of it. What might be the 
effect cf such a combination he knew not, 
but this he knew, that wichout it there was” 
no chance of this country weathering the 
storm, and encountering its perils. By this 


in saying that his want of conticence did; he did not mean that the couetry would be 
not arise from personal considerations, but , annihilated, but that the prosperity of it 
from his public character as to the situztion ' would be at an en’—The hon. gent. then 


jn which he stood :—the situation in which | proceeded to observe on the conduct of go- 


he stood with reference to the principle on | vernment with regar:! to Russia, and thought 
which the present ministry were formed ; | ministers ought to hve put a short question 
for the right hon. gent. was sometimes sup- ; to that court, whether they wonld consent 
ported by those with whom he could not ' to our treating with France, or whether they 
agree before his administration was formed, thought we should refuse altogeiher? and 
and with whom he could scarcely agree now, | if Russia refused to answer that question, 
It was a system of disputes, forced resigna- | with all his partiality for Russia, the nego- 
tions, and rapid reconciliations ; but they , tiation would not have been worth haying 
now adhered together from a principle which | without that explicit answer —He then en- 


was a very strong one, although it had no | tered into our general policy, preferred the 


cordiality whatever in it, namely, that one | 
party could not remain without the adhe- 
rence of the other ; but when he saw No | 
other principle of cohesion among these 

rsons, he must be allowed to observe that | 
such an administration was not entitled to | 
any peculiar confidence; and without speak- 
ing with disrespect of those who composed | 
the present administration, he might fairly 
sty, that, independent of the splendid ta- 
Jents of the right hon. gent. himself, there 
was nothing in the present administration to 
entitle them to any peculiar confidence, and 


alliance of Russia to that of any other pow- 
er; but confessed he saw no prospect of a 
speedy termination of our contest by that 
alliance alone, without the assistance of 
other powers. He disapproved of the con- 
duct of France in the late war as wel! as in 
the present, but he disapproved, if possible, 
still more of any goverument pursuing un- 
der the title of indemnities a system of par- 
tition of states, making soe republics, 
some monarchies, and annihilating the peli- 
tical existence of others, without regard to 
moral rectitude or to the common feelings 


the house ought to take care not to give too | of mankind, which considerations had more 
much confidence to them. He was the} influence on the affairs of the world than 
more confirmed in the necessity of this cau- | some politicians were aware. The partition 
tion from what had appeared in the course | of Poland, the seizure of Holland, the 
of thissession, by which he was convinced | subjugation of Switzerland, and the divi- 
it was morally impossible for the present ad- | sion of states, by the agreement of some, 
PRinistration to expect any extraordinary | and by the fraud and rapacity of others, had 
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dorie more to destfoy the confidence of 
amankind ‘in each other, than all the other 
misconduct of the powers put together. In 


‘private society, when men lost their confi-. 


dence in one another, the compact was dis- 
‘solved. The same rule applied to states, 
for they were only aggregates of individuals. 
He recommended to all the powers of Eu- 
ope a system of justice and moderation, 
vas the only means of putting an end to the 
-evils under which we labour. He recom- 
mended a general congress, and that these 
principles should be prevalent in its deliber- 
vations. He knew he excited a smile when 


“he recommended these notions, because | 


‘they were thought chimerical ; but those 
who thought so had found their own system 
had failed, and they had never tried his. 
Having dwelt on these and other kindred 
topics for some time, he concluded with 
giving his hearty concurrence to the motion 
of his hon. friend. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer express- 
‘ed his regret that the same circumstances 
which prevented his majesty from making 
‘any more direct communication to the house, 
‘than that which the message contained, 
rendered it impossible for him to follow the 
-hon: member who had just sat down, through 
many of the details which his speech ecn- 
tained. Before he proceeded to offer a few 
‘observations on the question immediately 
‘before the house, he was anxious to make 
one 6r two remarks on those topics with 
which the member who introduced 
the business had prefaced his motion. ‘These 
topics had been so ably commented on by 
his noble friend near him (lord Castlereagh) 
‘that he should not have thought it neces- 
tary to refer to them, if the Jast speaker had 
not revived and enforced them. Another 
reason that rendered it the less requisite for 


“him to enlarge on them was, that they were 


not practically connecied with the question 
‘submitted to the consideration of the house. 
‘The house had heardinsuccession of the situa- 
-tion of the finances, ofthe state of the army, 


--of the extent of our navy, and of the present 


state of the public mind,in Ireland, Ail 
-these points were urged, and in that way 
‘oo, which gave rise to an idea that the 
hon. member wished to have them all 
made the subject of separate discussions, with 
‘the view of removing what was defective, 
-and placing every thing on a ditierent estab- 
Jishment ; this idea, however, turned out 
to be erroneous, for the hon. member would 
-be satisfied with a simple adjournment from 
‘week to week, or irom furinight to fort- 


“we 
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night, not for the purpose of enabling th 
house to renew -any discussions. on the me 
neral state of our relations, foreign anddg 
mestic, but merely for receiving that com 
munication which could not be brought fon 
_ ward under the present circumstances. Such 
being the state of the case, he was relieval 
from the necessity of going into any, mis 
nuteness of detail. Of the state of -our 
nances, he could by no means entertaig 
those gloomy ideas which the hon. gent, 
entertained. He thought, on the contrary, 
the prospect they afforded was highly com 
solatory. As tothe promise on which the 
hon. gent. had insisted, he had to say, that 
he was not in office at the time it was made, 
but he was satisfied that if great and up 
exampled burdens had not been rendered 
necessary, the pledge would have beep 
amply fulfilled. Even if a sum of seven ot 
eight millions had been sufficient, the sink 
ing fund would have covered it without ag 
cumulating more debt. It was consoling 
and encouraging that, instead of adding to 
our loans, we could raise by the sinking 
fund, and the taxes raised within the year, 
| no less a sum than twenty millions this year, 
| This was a most flattering picture ef the 
| State oF our resources, and the regular pay. 
jment of near eight millions a year by the 
sinking fund, in spite of our accunyulated 
difficulties, was the best testimony in fe 
vour of public credit. The beneficial ef 
fects of ths system it was needless for him 
to insist upon, for they were felt in the 
general prosperity, industry and comfort of 
the people. He would not go into detail 
on this part of the subject, as another op- 
portunity would be afforded him, when an 
han. gent., whose ability and accuracy well 
fitted him for the task, should submit his 
resolutions to the house. When these resolu. 
_ tions were intreduced, he should, he trust 
ed, be able to shew the house that the 
view which he gave of the financial state 
of the country was by no means delusive, 
As to the present state of our army, he de- 
clined saying much at present, reserving 
himself for the day when the subject would 
be fully discussed. He begged leave hows 
ever, to allude to what had been: said abont 
his promises to place the army on a proper 
footing, and the disappointment of these 
promises. He had to complain, that his 
sentiments and language had on this sab 
ject been either misunderstood or misrepre- 
sented. As. to the actual amount of our 
military force, he had Jong since declared 
that it appeared to him nearly adequate (a 
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the circumstances of the country. What 
he objected to was, principally, the manner 
in which it was distributed. He had com- 
ined too, of our deficieney in disposable 
force, and to supply this deficiency, his 
most ‘active exertions had been directed. 
He did not see then any ground for sup- 
ing that, for the accomplishment of so 
desirable an end, temporary expedients 
should not be resorted to, and ministers 
had accordingly cembined these with’ a plan 
for the regular recruiting of the army. If 
from this period last year, down to the 
nt day, twenty or thirty thousand 
men had been added to our disposable 
force, he did not see with what justice mi- 
nistets could be accused of neglecting our 
military resources. He begged gentlemen 
to reflect on the difficulties attending the 
recruiting for the army in this commercial 
country, and yet with all these difficulties, 
we had now a disposable force of a hun- 
dred and forty thousand well disciplined 
troops, besides a hundred thousand that were 
stationary. To these were to be added about 
four hundred thousand volunteers, forming 
altogether a force which at once shewed 
the activity of the government, and the 
zeal and spirit of our general population. 
The state of our military strength was in- 
deed such as to remove all diffidence or 
anxiety. The right hon. member next ad- 
verted to the state of the navy. It was 
true that there was in ships of the line a 
very trifling increase, but when it was 
considered how many had been necessarily 
laid up in the docks to be repaired, he was 
sure that the exertions of the noble lord 
lately at the head of the admiralty, to ex- 
pedite this important branch of the public 
service, was entitled to the gratitude of 
the country. Equally entitled to approba- 
tion was his zealous activity in providing 
stores of every description, and his dili- 
gence in hastening the fitting out of that 


inferior species of naval force which the 


peculiar circumstances of the country re- 
quired. He denied that the escape of the 
French squadrons at all evinced want of 
knowledge or activity on the part of the 
admiralty. On every one of the stations 
where the squadrons of the enemy were, 
they had been blockaded, and if by acci- 
dent the blockade was raised, there was no 
proof of the least blame attached to any 
one individual. It was quite impossible,’ 


’ great as was the amount of our naval force, 


to have squadrons in all parts of the world 


to which a hostile fleet might by accideat 


Vor. V. 
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direct its course. He vindicated the con- 
duct of the admiralty as to the first sailing 
of the Toulon fleet. It was not then as- 
certained that they had gone out of the Me- 
diterranean. On the contrary, there was 
then reason to suppose that they had in 
view an object much nearer than any at- 
tempt either on our West-India islands or 
the Brazils, though he was not at liberty 
to speak with greater freedom on the sub- 
ject. He denied that the number of troops 
on board the Toulon fleet had ever been 
ascertained. On the contrary the most con 
tradictory accounts had at diiferent times 
come into the possession of ministers. Every 
reasonable precaution had been taken on 
the part of government, but no vigilance, 
however active, could at ail times prevent 
the escape of an enemy, continually on 
the watch to elude us. He next touched 
on the state of Ireland, which he allowed 
was ground of not a little anxiety. A great 
improvement had taken place, but much 
yet remained to be done to perfect the ad- 
vantages of the union. He trusted that . 
every thing inflammatory would be stu- 
diously avoided on a_ subject so delicate, 
and at the same time so interesting ; as 
it had only been incidentally alluded to, he 
should not insist on it on the present occa- 
sion. After going through these points, 
the right hon. gent. proceeded to state what 
had been his original views of the renewal 
of hostilities, views from which he had 
never for a moment departed. He had 
never supposed or maintained that the mi- 
litary force of this country was adequate to 
reduce the inordinate ambition, or curtail 
the overgrown power of France. He had 
maintained, however, that this -country 
could not, consistently with its safety, now 
retain the relations of peace and amity with 
a government whose hostile views were so 
unequivocally manifested. He had thought 
that the spirit and energy of this nation, 
properly displayed, might rouse the spirit 
of the powers of the continent, and that 
an opportunity might be found of making 
a common cause with them against the 
ambition of an individual restrained by none 
of those laws which regulate the intercourse 
of civilized kingdoms. : Of the power of 
this country to repel the invasion he never 
entertained a doubt, and he trusted that the 
attempt, if made, would be so repgiled as 
to hold out encouragement to those whom 
fear had bound in slavish obedience, to 
tise up and shake off their ignominious 
chains. Such were the views which he 


2M 


3 


531] 


had laid down, and such had been the prin- 
ciples on which the confidential communi- 
cations alluded to in his majesty’s message 
had been conducted. The principle of joint 
peace or joint war formed the basis of the 
negotiations, and he was glad to find the 
right hon. gent. (Mr. Windham) fully en- 
~tered into the system. To obtain such a 
co-operation from Russia was what ministers 
were desirous of effecting, and what true 
policy clearly demanded. He allowed, in- 
deed, that Russia alone, independent of 
other continental powers, was not efficient 
for effectually reducing the power of France. 
To interest other powers in the same cause 
became therefore a matter of the utmost 
consequence, but to accomplish this, he 
needed not to apprise the house, was a mat- 
ter of extreme difficulty. The secresy: 
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been made unless it was meant tobe pursued. 
The charge, as he could collect, for the 
right hon. gent. did not openly express jt 

was, that that noble lord had not exerted 
himself as he should have done, to supply 
the usual decay of the navy. But how did 
the successors of the noble earl supply the 
deficiencies occasioned by decay ? Why, b 

purchasing from the merchant-yards § 
| Ships as might be fairly said to constituée not 
any portion of the strength, but rather of 
the weakness of the British navy. He 
would not deny but that the greatest vigi- 
lance might be sometimes baffled, and that 
a single squadron might escape from the 
enemy’s ports, and yet no blame be im- 
putable either to the board of admiralty, or 
the officer who commanded on the station. 
But what were the house to think, when 


which such negotiations required, the dis- 
cussion of all the circumstances connected 


with such a close union of interests, and the | which was now at sea with 2,500 troops on. 


arrangement of the means by which the 
different members of the confederacy could 
be brought to act together, were all reasons 
why the communication alluded to in the 
message could not now, after so long an 
interval, be satisfactorily explained. He 
trusted, then, the house would not refuse 
to give on this occasion, the same credit to 
the message, which other messages, under 
similar circumstances, had obtained. His ' 
majesty stated, that no more distinct com- 
munication could be made with safety, and 
therefore he hoped that no unnecessary ob- 
stacle might be thrown in the way of con- 
nexions capable of producing the most satis- 
factory results. The right hon. gent. conclu- 
ded by giving his negative to the motion. 
Mr. Grey, in reply, adverted to the de- 
claration respecting the sufficiency of the 
roduce of the surplus of the Consolidated 
‘und to defray the expenses of the loans 
for the three first years during the war. 
Such, he understood it to have been then 
asserted, although the hon. member now 
~endeavoured to put another construction on 
it. Upon the army he would not then say 
any thing, as that subject was to be brought 
forward by an hon. member. In the ob- 
servations which he made respecting the 
navy, he did not state the small compara- 
tive increase of it for the purpose of incul- 
pating the late board of admiralty, but to 
shew that it was not equal to the situation 
of the country effgaged in hostility with 
France and Spain. ‘The right hon. gent. 
had insinuated a heavy charge against lord 
§t; Vincent, and which should not have 


vert 


one fleet escaped from Toulon, another 
from Cadiz, twe from Rochefort, one of 


board? surely there was something more than 
mere accident in so many escapes. He 
would ask, after two years of war, what 
had beendone ? Could ministers say where 
the fleets of Trance or Spain were gone? 
Could they undestake to the assure country, 
that they were not at the very moment 
giving a decisive blow to some of the most 
important interests of the country !—The 
question being loudly called for, the house 
divided, 

Ayes - - - - - 

Noes - - - = = 


- 110 

- 261 

Majority against Mr.Grey’s motion 151 
_Adjourned at a quarter before three 

o’clock on Friday morning. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, June 21. 


(Minutes.]—Mr. Lascelles brought up 
from the commons Mr. Pitt’s Indemnity bill; 
which was read a first time, and ordered to 
be printed.—Lord Suffolk presented a peti- 
tion from the church-wardens of the parish 
of St. Pancras, against the Pancras Poor bill. 
This petition, like that presented yesterday, 
was found to be irregular, and was with- 
drawn, in order that another more consist- 
ent with the orders of the house might be 
presented.—The Stipendiary Curates’ bill 
being re-committed, the archbishop of Ar- 
magh moved, that the words ‘‘ England and 
Wales” be left out, in order to make the bill 
applicable to Ireland also. After a long 
conyersation, in which the archbishop of 
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Dublin, the archbishop of Canterbury, the 
Jord Chancellor, earl Fitzwilliam, the bishop 
of St. Asaph, the bishop of London, &c. 
spoke, the motion was negatived. The 
chairman then reported progress, and ob- 
tained leave to sit again on Wednesday. 


singham presented a petition from Mr. Jus- 
tice Fox. The petitioner, after referring to 
the examination of the witnesses, which took 
place on Wednesday last, stated, that he felt 
it his duty to submit to their lordships’ con- 
sideration the situation in which he stood, in 
order that the hardship of that situation 
might be~removed. He had learned on 
Wednesday, that the expenses of W. Arm- 
strong, and others, who were parties against 
him, were defrayed at the public charge. 
These persons were not only examined as 
witnesses against him, but were heard by 
counsel, as was usual, in cases of private pe- 
titioners. The charges against him related 
to transactions which océurred so far back as 
the summer assizes in 1803, and he had re- 
ceived the first notice of the proceedings on 
the subject in their lordships’ house, through 
the medium of the public newspapers. ‘The 
petitioner farther observed, that he had been 
greatly harassed, and suffered much vexation 
of mind, by the proceedings against him, and 
had been subjected to great expenses. But 
though the expense he had already incurred 
was considerable, it formed but a small part 
of that which he would probably be put to. 
He was thus placed in a situation very un- 
equal to that in which the parties sg .inst 
him stood. He, a public magistrate, was 
obliged to defend himself at his own ex- 
expense, against private individuals who car- 
ried on their prosecution with the public 
money. The petition also lamented that the 
duties which many of their lordships had, at 
this season of the year, to perform elsewhere, 
necessarily reduced the number of his judzes, 
and wished that it were possible that those 
who might have to decide on his case should 
have an opportunity of hearing the whole of 
the proceedings. ‘The petition concluded by 
Tequesting their lordships to take the pre- 
mises into consideration, and to adopt such 
measures thereon as to them should seem 
roper. 

The Lord Chancellor observed, that the 
respect which was due to the individual from 
Whom this petition came, as well as to the 
important matters it contained, rendered it 
worthy of their lordships’ most serious con- 
sideration. Had it related merely to mat- 
ters of a pecuniary nature, he should have 
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proposed to refer it to a committee ; but, as 
it embraced several other objects, he thought 
it more proper that it should become the 
subject of deliberation in the house. He 
therefore, moved, that it be taken into con- 
sideration on Tuesday next, and that their 


lordships be summoned fot that day. Or- 


dered.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, June 21. 


[Mrtnures.]—Mr. Pitt’s Indemnity bill 
passed through a committee, was reported, 
read a third time and passed.—Sir Evan Ne- 
pean moved that there be laid before the 
house an account of what monies had been 
issued by the treasurer of his majesty's navy, 
under the act of the 43d of his majesty, re- 
lating to the discovery of the longitude; al- 
so, an account of the monies disbursed by 
the board of longitude, from the 1st of June, 
1804, to the Ist of June, 1805. Ordered. 
—The American Colonies Woot Exportation 
bill was read a second time, and ordered to 
be printed, and committed on Friday next.— 
The Poor Clergy bill passed through a com- 
mittee, reported, ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time on Tuesday next.— 
The Woollen Manufacturers’ Penalty Sus- 
pension bill, passed through a committee ; to 
be reported on Tuesday.—A bill was order 
ed pursuant to the resclution of the commit- 
tee on the southern whale fishery act—~-Mr. 
Sturges Bourne, pursuant to notice, moved 
for and obtained leave to bring in a bl to 
authorise the Jords commissioners of the 
treasury to permit certain articles to be 
warehoused in certain ports, upon security 
being given for payment of the duty.—The 
Coasting Trade Regulation bill, and the Land- 
tax Comtnissioners’ bill were reported. —The 
Bark Scealing Prevention bill was read a third 
time and passed—Mr. Rix from the excise 
oftice presented an account of the number of 
oarrels of herrings cured in the Isle of Man 
annually. Ordered to lie on the table.— 


Leave was given to bring in a bili pursuant _ 


to the report of a commitiee, for laying 2 
duty of 34d. per Ib. on all cochineal not im- 
ported by the East-India Company.—Mr. 


Meheux from the board of controul present-, 


ed an aecount of the number of soldiers dis- 

charged from the East-India Company's ser- 

vice that had returned to Europe fem the 

year 1788 to 1794; also of the number of 

recruits sent out to India during the same 

period. Ordered to lie on the table.—Mr 
2M2 


| | 
| 7 


_ sion might interfére with that business. It 
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Dickinson presented several accounts re-' 
specting the number of ships in commission, 
the state of the dock-yards, 8c. pursuant to 
the order of the house. Ordered to lie on 
the table-—The ‘Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer observed, that a ballot to determine the. 
merits of the Middlesex petition stood for 
Monday, which, with a view to the dispatch 
of public business, it would be desirable to. 
postpone, as the difficulty of proceeding in 
a ballot at this advanced period of the ses- 


was for the houseto consider whether if, 

would not be expedient to put off the ballot. 
to next session, but at all events it was highly 
desirable to discharge the order for Monday, 
when it might be fixed for some other day 
in the week, for the house to have an op- 
portunity of considering the propriety of put- 
ting it off to the next session.—After a short 
interval of constiliation, the order was made, 
by consent of all parties, for Thursday, the’ 
ist of August, being in effect to defer the 
allot to next session. 

(Commitreze or Suppty.—His Maggs- 
ty’s Messace, &c.]—The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer moved the order of the day 
fora committee of the whole house to con- 
sider of the supply to be granted to his ma- 
‘jesty. His majesty’s message, the estimates 
for the British museum, the Westminster 
‘court-house, the accounts of exchequer bills, 
the estimates of the board of first fruits, and 
the usual annual parliamentary grants for 
offices in Ireland, were referred to the com- 
mittee. The house having resolved itself 
into the committee, and his majesty’s mes- 
sage being read from the chair, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer stated 
that, as the subject of his majesty’s message 
had been fully discussed in the long debate 
that had taken place the preceding night, it 
would not be necessary for him to enter into 
any explanation of the general ground upon 
‘which the house was called on to agree in 

‘the vote which it was his intention to ‘pro- 
pose. It was the less necessary for him to 
do so, because, in the course of that debate, 
he had had an opportunity of offering to the 
house those observations which applied more 
particularly to the present question ; on the 
geucral proposition for furnishing his ma- 
jesty with the means of availing himself of 
any favourable conjuncture for giving effect 
to acencert with the other powers of Eu- 
rope, and for bringing the present contest to 
a termination, consistent with the essential 
interests of this coun.ry, and the future se- 
enrity of, Europe, as far as the same had been 


recommended in his majesty’s. message. The 
only subject to which he had to direct the ats 
tention of the committee was the amount of 
the sum to be voted, being three millions 
and ahalf. It would on all hands be allow. 
ed, that it was desirable, if an opportunity 
should offer for making a vigorous effort, 
under circumstances shewing it to be practi. 
cable that such an effort could be made ona 
large scale, that would be likely to command 
success and insure the eventual attainment 
of the object we had in prospect. Gentle. 
men would recollect, that when he had pro- 
posed a sum of five millions for this purpose, 
it had been at an early period of the session, 
when the whole year was before them, and 
there was a probability of a great and conti. 
nued exertion. He desired, however, not 


+to be understood to mean that it was less dee 


sirable now than at a former period, that a 
co-operation on an extended scale should 
take place, and he proposed to vote the 
smaller sum only because at this advanced 
period of the season there could be no prose 
pect of a continuance of exertion through 
any considerable portion of the year. He 
should confine himself to moving, ‘ that a 
sum, not exceeding three millions five hun- 
dred thousand pounds, be granted to his ma- 
jesty, to enable his majesty to enter into such 
engagements, and to take such measures a3 
the exigency’ of affairs may require.”—On 
the question being put, 

Mr. Fox observed, that after what had 
passed, both the right hon. gent. and the 
public would expect that he should give a 
direct negative to this vote. The right hon. 
gent. had said that it was not necessary for 
him to enter into any further explanation 
on the subject now. He had said the pre- 
ceding night that it was impossible, and if 
he still adhered to the same declaration it 
would be equally valid now asthen. This 
circumstance he adverted to only to shew 
that the necessity of explanation had not 
been, superseded by any communication te 
the house. When a minister came to that 
house: for a vote of moncy, for purposes 
which he left them to the wildest flights of 
imagination to conjecture, and said, that it 
was his duty not to give information, he 
should reply, that it was his duty to give 
no money. No one would deny, that it 
was desirable that we should have as exten- 
‘sive co-operation as possible, but the house 
had not expressed an opinion on that sub- 
ject. After what had passed, it was a 
matter of less delicacy to express an opinion 
on hypothesis, as to the purpose for which 
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the vote was called for ; whether on the | ter of the British government in Europe was, 

thesis that it was to enable us to make | that it was actuated by selfish motives in 
terms of peace, or on the hypothesis that | instigating the powers of the continent to 
it was to engage the powers of the conti- | war for British interests. He hoped that 
nent to*co-operate with us in the war. On| this opinion was false; but if we should 
this head he should state briefly his opinion. | attempt to instigate the powers of the con- 
Jt seemed to be the prevailing opinion, |tinent to a renewal of hostilities, whilst 


that t engage with Russia alone would | 
situation more difficult than at , 


make our 


present, unless Prussia or Austria could be 
included in the confederacy : of the first of 
these powers co-operating there was less 
hope, of the latter more, though he thought 
fear a more proper term than hope in the 
latter case. Without a sure prospect of effi- 
cient co-operation, he should feel most un- 
happy if he were to suffer this vote to pass 
without entering his protest against it, 
without warning this country and Europe 

inst the consequences. No man could 
tell what would be the issue of war ; but 
when they looked to the past, he asked, 
with what rational hope such a war as the 
Jate one could be begun, and with what 
gational ground of success? Was it intend- 
ed that, at the present period of the year, 
when Austria was unprepared, any opera- 
tions should be undertaken, or only that 
every thing should be prepared to begin 
the war in the next campaign? If Austria 
were to move, and the consequence should 
be, what was not improbable, productive 
of serious disasters, what would become of 
our hopes of continental connexions ? what 
of the liberties of Europe ? what of the pro- 
spect of setting limits to the power of 
France, justly and rationally considered al- 
yeady too formidable? Under such cir- 
cumstances, and on such information, it be- 
came wise men to consider well before 
they should grant any money where the 
chances were one hundred to one against 
success. But it was the manner in which 
the matter was proposed that weighed with 
him. If we had remained at peace, as he 
wished we had, and Austria, Russia, or 
Prussia, had applied to us for assistance in 
their quarrel, no man would be more ready 
than himself to agree to granting it. But 
when we had dashed singly into the war, 
and, as had been argued the preceding 
night, for the purpose of rousing the powers 
of Europe by our exampie, which we could 
only exhibit in the case of invasion, that 
put the question on a different footing. He 
disliked the phrase to rouse Europe, be- 
cause the attempt to do so had the effect 
of producing a disinclination to co-operate 
with ys, Every man knew that the charac- 


they wished to .remain at peace, whether 
for the purpose of regaining strength or re- 
cruiting their resources, or for whatever 
other reason, it would alienate the affec- 
tions of Europe more from us than any in- 
efficiency that could take piace in the con- 
duct of the war. If Austria alone were to 
embark with us in the war, she could 
not use her exertions with advantage to here 
self or to us. The interests of both would 
be identified, could not be separated, and 
consequently neither could enjoy the full 
benefit of her exertions, This was aground 
for thinking that the result could not be 
favourable. Austria would be driven to the 
alternative of concluding a treaty under the 
same circumstances which obliged her to 
conclude the treaty of Leoben and Lune- 
ville, and to submit to such terms as France 
should dietate ; for it was coptrary to all 
experience and history to suppose, as had 
been argued, that being engaged to Russia 
and England, slie would be bound to hold 
out to the last. No country could be obli- 
ged by any treaty to hold out to its de- 


struction and lie down under its ruin. ~ 


There was another alternative which Au- 
stria might adopt, which was, to hold out to 
the end ; and might not that conduct en- 
danger the total extinction of the second 
power in Europe? If she chose, as he 
thought she would, the former alternative, 
we should then be driven, after all our 
efforts and expense, either to make a se- 


parate peace, or to carry on a defensive war, . 


He hoped we should not be reduced to that 
alternative, and should not discuss what 
should be our conduct in such a case. If 
would be highly indiscreet in us to form an 
alliance for the purpose of a continental war 
with ‘Russia and Austria, and it would be 
still more indiscreet in Austria, for Russia 
and Great-Britain would be in a far diffe- 
rent situation from that of theirally. If 
such an alliance could be formed with Rus- 
sia, Austria, Prussia, and the other powers 
of the continent, as would gaimtheir reod 
will, without attempting to rouse them be- 
fore their own interests, in their own view 
of them, would cal] for their exertions, 
such an alliance would afford hopes that 
we might obtain reasonable terms of peace. 
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His reason. for not voting for the sum pro- 
posed was, because no answer had been 
returned to the propositions of the French 
government. ‘Time enough had elapsed for 
obtaining the consent of Russia ; and the 
effect of with-holding explanation from the 
house on the subject must be, that they 
would not place any confidence in his ma- 
jesty’s ministers. Was any reputation gain- 
ed by not returning an answer ? Were they 
not, until some explanation should be given, 
in the odious situation of having left a pa- 
cific proposition six months unanswered ? 
But it had been said, that a few doys after 
the proposition, a message had been sent to 
the French council in terms not very com- 
_ plimentary to the British government. Cer- 
tainly we should not be the foremost to 
notice such expressions, for even the mes- 
sage under consideration contained language 
‘not very complimentary to the French go- 
‘¥ernment. He was ignorant what propositions 
his majesty’s ministers intended to make, but 
he had_no doubt that they ought to be kept 
secret till they should be made known at a 
general congress. If it was their intention 
to propose terms through Russia to France, 
_he took that opportunity of entreating his 
majesty’s min'sters, that they might be rea- 
sonable. He did not mean that the pro- 
positions should be exactly what they would 
‘Insist upon as their ultimatum, but that the 
difference between the extremes of what 
they should at first demand, and what they 
should afterwards consent to accept, should 
“be as small as may be. If the propositions 
should be such as Europe should think un- 
reasonable, or as this government, if in the 
place of the French government, would think 
unreasonable, to be accepted; ifthey should 
be such only as were to form the grounds 
of a manifesto on the part of powers pre- 
viously determined on war, though you 
should engage the continent in a new war, 
you would alienate the disposition of Eu- 
repe from you more than if no terms should 
be proposed at all. He spoke thus generally, 
because totally in the dark on the subject, 
-and guided only by conjecture. Whatever 
we might say of our disinterestedness, what- 
ever of moderation and forbearance, Europe 
had a different opinion, which might pos- 
sibly be wrong; but we had a character 
to*zain or retrieve on the occasion. Let the 
gnswer to be returned contain propositions 
reasonable in the extreme, if such a con- 
tradiction of terms could be used, the ef- 
fect would be that they might be accepted, 
and that would be the only mischief that 
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could result from proposing them. We 
should then make a separate peace, and could 
any man contend that there was compara. 
tively any great difference as to the object, 
whether a peace was tobe concluded 
Great-Britain and Russia, or upon terms 
that would be approved of by all Europe, 
and which all the powers of Europ® would 
possibly guarantee? But if ghe tertns 
should not be accepted; as some gentlemen 
were disposed to think that there was no in. 
clination in the French government, though 
for himself he had some doubts of it, 
whilst the leaning of his mind was the other 
way, this would strengthen the argument 
of those who urged the necessity of rousin 
Europe. ‘The more reasonable the terms 
that should be rejected, the greater would 
be the indignation of Europe at their re. 


jection. He could not help thinking that 


Europe had been through peace and war 
against us, and with France. France has 
now given us an advantage to conciliate al] 
the world, and we should manage it. It 
was not enough that the indignation of Eu. 
rope was excited, we should persuade the 
continent that we had reason on our side, 
and that the injustice was on the part of 
France. He was glad of this opportunity 
of stating his opinion on the general ques- 
tion. As to the particular subject now 
under discussion, he had nothing to add 
to what he had stated at the outset, that 
he could not agree to it. If it wasa 
vote of credit, that would not be novel. 
When last war a subsidiary treaty had 
been arranged with Russia, a sum of mo- 
ney had been voted, but then the house 
knew for what object. In the present case 
they were told nothing. They did not know 
whether it was intended for Austria or Rus- 
sia, or for purposes of enabling us to procure 
terms of peace, and they had no security 
that it would not be applied in the manner 
the house was most apprehensive of. He 
should therefore give the vote a decided ne- 
gative. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer replied, 
that when he had said that it was needless to 
enter farther on this question now, he had 
rested his assertion on the general views 
which the house had of the object which 
was designed to be answered by this vote of 
credit. ‘That object was to form such a co- 
operation with the continental powers, as 
would ultimately lead to a secure and lasting 
peace. Now what he conceived the house 
to have distinctly agreed in was, that a gene- 
ral concert would be far better than if any 
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attempt had been made at a separate pacifi- 
cation. ‘That was the general opinion, and 
even the opinion of many of those who did 
not exactly agree with him. But from what 
the hon. gent. had now said, he thought that 
he had abandoned this principle, so far as to 
say that a separate peace would be better 
than any concert formed for the purpose 
either of peace or of war, His observations 
seemed to go this length, that all attempts 
at releasing ourselves from our present situa- 
fion were improper, because it might hap- 
n that our affairs might be made worse. | 
This was a mode of reasoning that would 
Jead all the powers of the continent to re- 
main supine under the oppression of France, 
and never attempt to oppose her schemes of 
ambition and aggrandizement. Why ? be- 
cause, in opposing these schemes, they ran 
arisk of making matters worse. But were 
they to wait till the power of France was 
much more increased, and much more con- 
firmed ? till their own resources were mucli 
more reduced than they were at present, and 
till the power of resistance was gone? This 
would indeed be exposing themselves to a 
certainty of having theirs made worse. Sure- 
ly the hon. gent. could never intend to carry 
the opinion to this extent. But then he 
said, that we ought to wait till they were 
ready, and not to place ourselves in the 
odious character of the disturbers of Europe. 
If he were at liberty to enter upon a state- 
ment of facts, he might perhaps satisfy even 
the hon. gent. on that head. This he was 
not at liberty todo. However, if we were 
at peace with a country, and endeavoured to 
excite other nations against it, for views and 
purposes of our own, undoubtedly this 
would be to expose ourselves to the odium to 
which he alluded. But he could not con- 
ceive what odium could attach to you, when 
you were unjustly attacked, if you endea- 
youred to bring others to your assistance, 
especially if their interests were equally con- 
kerned. No odium, then, could justly be 
attached to us on this account. It might be 
perhaps, invidious to involve other nations 
inwar, when your own interest alone was 
concerned ; but in the present case, our 
own interest and that of the continent were 
closely connected, as the security of both in 
a great measure depended upon their co-ope- 
ration. If you therefore could open the 
eyes of the continental nations to their trué 
interests, if you could clearly shew them 
that not only their interests but their salva- 
tion depended upon their joining you in op- 
posing an enemy whose object it was to de- 
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stroy you both, then surely it was not only” 
not unjust, but it was even meritorious, to 
secure their co-operation if possible, But 
it ought to be observed, that this might in 
point of fact be the case, though he only 
meant to put it hypothetically. The powers 
of the continent might have doubts as’ to 
their ability for prosecuting the war. Now 
might it not happen that these doubts might 
arise from their being much more poweriul 
in any other way thanin their finances? In 
this case we might have the ability to re- 
move ail these doubts. Was not this alto- 
gether fair and desirable? If you were en- 
abled to remove their objections, and to held 
out an expectation that they would be sup- 
plied where they were most deficient, would 
it not be both for their interest and your own 
todoso? When the hon. gent. recurred 
to the idea of a peace guaranteed by the 
other nations of Europe, it was above all 
things to be considered, what was the situa- 
tion of those powers who were to be the 
guarantees, and what were their means of 
preserving it. If they were in such a state 
of weakness as not to be able to punish a 
violation of. the treaty, to what. effectual 
purpose would their guarantee serve? View- . 
ing the subject in this light, it appeared to 
him necessary that there should be some 
coneentred system agreed on between us and 
other powers, before we could properly ex- 
plain ourselves to France, with respect to 
that sort of peace which we might think 
necessary for our own security, and the se- 
curity of Europe. To establish this sort of 
concert among the other nations was certain- 
ly a subject of much delicacy and difficulty, 
and it was therefore not at all surprising that 
the negotiations were not now in sucha 
state of maturity as to allow of a communi- 
cation respecting them. The hon. gent. 
seemed to misunderstand the spirit of the 
answer which was given by his majesty to 
the overture of peace on the part of France. 
Nothing could have been more loose or ge- 
neral than the terms of that overture, and 
certainly the answer was not disdainful or 
scornful ; it was all that the country, under 
the existing circumstances, could say ; for it 
stated our desire of peace, but at the same , 
time the necessity we felt of consulting the 
other nations of Europe, with whom we 
were in confidential intercourse. The 
French overture stated no spegific terms up- 
on which peace could be granted; but the 
messages of the French government to* the 
legislative body, lay down as a sine qua non 
of peace, that we shall agree not only to 
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the treaty of Amiens, but to their construc- 
tion of that treaty on the particular points 
which occasioned the present war. It would 
be recollected, that the cause of the present 
war, as had been expressly stated, proceed- 
ed from the general encroachments of France 
upon all other nations, accompanied by a 
peremptory demand that we should relin- 
-quish that which, in the opinion of our go- 
vernment, and ia his private opinion, the 
country could not, ucder all circumstances, 
be called upon to relinquish by the treaty. 
He did not know how far the judgment of 
‘the other nations of Exrope might be in- 
duced by the arts and misrepresentations of 
France to consider the cause of this country 
as unjust, but he considered, and he trusted 
the house did, that the war was on our part 
most strictly just. There was one proposi- 
tion of the hon. gent. to which every body 
must agree, namely, that peace should, if 
possible, be concluded upon reasonable 
terms. This general proposition was most 
undeniable, but the difference still existed 
upon what terms were to be considered rea- 
sonable. The hon. gent. seemed to consider, 
that in order to make the terms reasonable, 
they should be such as the enemy would ac- 
cept of. This was a most strange conclu- 
sion ; ata time when we are at war profes- 
sedly for the purpose of defending ourselves 
against the sehemes of inordinate ambition 
which France has manifested, it would be 
extraordinary to make the criterion of a rea- 
sonable peace that which would please 
France. He was ready to allow that the al- 
liance of Russia alone would not promise 
such efficacious or powerful co-operation as 
would make it worth while to protraet the 
war on account of any hope it would hold, 
or even equivalent for the large vote of cre- 
dit which was demanded ; but it was his 
opinion that even the limited co-operation 
of a few of the powers, and for a short 
time, might be of material service in the 
course of the war, in protecting those points 
which the enemy appeared particularly anx- 
ious to attack. 
Mr. For replied, that what he had stated, 
the preceding night was, that the chance of 


~ «loss in this war appeared to him considerably 


more than that of any adyantage. He con- 
sidered that this applied also to those powers 
whom it appeared that he wished to instigate 
to the war. As far as he was informed of 
the state of Europe, he believed that if 
Austria could be allured, and tempted by 
any subsidy we offered, to engage in a war 


with France, she would expose herself “ 
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the most extreme peril, to a danger far be. 
yond any chance of advantage. In point of 
fact, he believed the general opinion of Ey. 
rope was, that in the present war we were 
in the wrong. This opinion, he feared, wag 
not only very general, but very just. Op 
the general principle of the right of instiga. 
ting other nations to take part in our quarrel, 
the only difference between him and the 
right hon. gent. seemed to be this ; the right 
hon. gent, spoke theoretically, but he spoke 
practically. He never talked of the injus. 
tice of exciting Austria to war, he merely 
spoke of the impolicy of it, on account of 
the dangers to which it would expose that 
power. He never heard any body so san. 
guine as to expect the assistance of both 
Austria and Prussia, and if they were on 
opposite sides we might lose as much on one 
as we would gain on the other. Perhaps 
after receiving our subsidy, the two powers 
might think it better to pair off, as gentle. 
men often do in this house when they do 
not chuse to wait for the division. As the 
right hon. gent. had thought he had not ex- 
posed himself with sufficient precision in 
talking of reasonable terms of peace, he 
should explain himself as to what he meant 
by reasonable terms. He thought the cri- 
terion of what was reasonable could only 
be determined by supposing ourselves in the 
place of the enemy. Such terms as we evi- 
dently could not listen to were we in his si- 
tuation, were terms which would certainly 
not be reasonable for us to propose or insist 
on. 
Lord Henry Petty supported the opinion 
of his hon. friend who had just sat down, 
When we were called upon to come to a 
vote of credit, unparalleled in amount, and 
under such extraordinary circumstances, we 
ought certainly to be in possession of all 
possible information on the subject. Minis- 
ters had, however, been labouring for six 
months to procure information for the house, 
but in vain; and this, in his opinion, suff 
ciently evinced the true state of the case. In 
the absence of all official information, we 
must have recourse to that inferior species of 
information which it was in the power of 
every man to possess. How did that repre- 
sent the state of Europe? Look to Austria. 
There was nothing in that quarter to induce 
us to believe her finances or her armies were 
in such a situation as to enable her to take 
the lead in the confederacy against France. 
The intimate connexion which Prussia had 
for many years had with France did not seem 
lessened, but was rather confirmed. Russia 
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evinced no disposition to depart from that | country was not infinitely worse than it was 


cautious policy, which originating with Ca- | 


‘therine, and Ceparted from by Paul, was | 
again pursued by Alexander. As to Ger- | 


many, the homave sewn to the French 


emperor in lis progress dow n the Rhone, | 
saficicatly pioved, the sentiments cf that; 
country. Lvery ground was wanting on | 
which such a vote could be justified—the 
pumber of the powers, and the character off 


those powers, the knowledge of the com- 
mo basison which they would agree to act, 
and that that action had peace for its object. 
We were told we are to vote this money out 
of the abundant resources of the country. 
That the resources of the country were such 
as, by making great sacrifices, might enable 
us to assist another power in making efforts 
which parliament sbould consider as advise- 
able, he would not deny ; but as no infor- 
mation whatever had been comrnunicated to 
the house, by which they were qualified to 
judge of the propriety of appropriating a 
single shilling of the public money to that 
purpose, he should give his decided negative 
to the motion. 

Mr. Bankes, in voting for the motion, 
declared, that he should not consider him-~ 
self bound to approve of the subsequent 
application of the money so voted. He 
deprecated the system of carrying on wars 
by subsides, and contended, that from an 
examination of the history of the last cer- 
tury, it would be found, that in no ease had 
a foreign power remained in our irte:est for 
more than two or three yerrs, alter such 
power had received our money. He said 
this, becavse it seemed to Le insinuated the 
preceding night, that some new light had 
broken in upon those whv had formerly held 
opinions adverse to continental connexions, 
and that they were ready to come and make 
the amende honorable for ever having en- 
tertained such sentiments. 

Mr. iv. Smith thought the hon. gent. 
(Mr. Bankes) weuld have acted more con- 
sistently with his protest against being bound 
toapprove of the disposition cf the money 
to be raised by the vote of credit proposed, 
had he withheld his consent to that proposi- 
tion vntil he had asceriained what was to be 
done with it, He dissented from the mo- 
tion, on the grounds which had been so ably 
stated by Lis hon. triend near him (Mr. 
Be called on the right hon. gent. opposite to 
consider the precipice to the brink of which 
he had brought the country, and the dread- 
fil responsibility that hung over him. There 
was not a point in which the situation of the 

Vou. V, 


when the overture from France was made, 
and if the negotiation with Russia should 
fuil, the consequence might be most serious. 
—The question was then put, and carritd 
without a division. —Resoivtions for provid- 
ing a sum sufficient to cover the outstanding 
exchequer bills in January, and the miscella- 
neous grants for Jreland, &c. were agreed to. 
Mr. Long said, that the committee to 
whom the petition of the trustees of the 
British museum, praying a sum of 20,00Gi. 
fur the purchase of certain models of ancient 
sculpture, late the property, and in the-pos- 
session ot Charles Townley, esq. deceased; 
had been referred, had made their report ir 
favour of cranting that sun, as they thought 
the purciiase a very cheap one, and that it” 
couid not f2'i to prove of ihe greatest advan- 


‘tage to the artists, and the fine arts, in this 


country. Having statedthis as the opinion 
of the committee, he would not trespass on 
their time further, than to move, “ that a 
sum not exceeding 20,000]. be granted to 
his majesty, to enable the trustees of the 
British museum to purchase the said collec- 
tion.” 

Mr. W. Smith said a few words in favour 
of the motion, and gave it as his opinion, 
that it was the best bargain that ever was 
made for the public. 

Mr. Bankes spoke in the highest terms of 
the excelience of the collection, and the 
great benefit the fine arts in this country 
would certainly derive from its being acces- 
sible to the public. He mentioned, how- 
ever, that Mr. ‘Townley had, by his will, left 
asum of 4,500). towards building a gallery 
to contain the said collection, for the pur- 
pose of letting the public have access to it. 
The brother and relatives of Mr ‘Townley 
were persons of large fortune, and very li-. 
beral sentiments, and had offered the collec- 
tion to the public at a very cheap purchase, 
rather than be at the trouble of building a 
gallery, and at the risk of breaking those 
valuable marbles in the removal. He 
thought. therefore, there was a chance, if 
the house did not agree to the pur- 
chase, that in the end the public might 
perhaps get the collection for nothing. He 
hoped, if the purchase was made, some 
care would be taken by the house to make 
regulations in favour of the pablic—Sir 
W. Young, Mr. Corry, and Mr. Wilber- 
force, said each a few words, in favour of 
the purchzse, and in praise of the collec- 
tion. 

Mr. Windham said, that the hen. gent. 
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(Mr. Bankes) who had spoken so favour- 
ably of this collection, as well as of the 
liberality of the present owners, had sup- 
posed, that if the house did not agree to 
the purchase, the public might get them 
for nothing. Yet he begged the committee 
to consider, that if the house did not agree 
to the purchase, by the same rule, the 
public might not get them at all. He 
retained, therefore, the same opinion he 
had expressed in the committee, that the 
collection was highly valuable, and the pur- 
chase a cheap one.—This resolution was 
then unanimously agreed to, and the house 

_ having tesumed, the report was ordered to 
be received on Monday. 

The house then, on the motion of the 
chancellor of the exchequer, resolved itself 
into a committee of the whole house to 
consider of the ways and means for raising 
asupply, in which a resolution was agreed 
to for appropriating towards the supply 
14,500,0001. arising, or to arise, from acts 
of the 43d, 44th, and 45th years of. his 
majesty, for granting certain duties during 
the present war, after deducting what had 
been applied for the service of the last year. 
—Also resolutions were yoted for raising 
eight millions, two millions five hundred 
thousand pounds, and one million five hun- 
dred thousand pounds, by loans on exche- 
quer bills, ‘The house being resumed, the 
report was ordered to be received on 
Monday, on which day the house agreed 
to go into a further committee of ways and 
means. 

{[Duxe or Arnott’s Craim.]. The 
chancellor of the exchequer moved the 
order of the day for the further considera- 
tion of the report on the subject of the 
claims of the duke of Atholl for compensa- 
tion for the loss of the revenues, regalities, 
&c. of the Isle of Man.—The house having 
accordingly resolved itself into a committee 
of the whole house, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, after 
a short history of the island, and the re- 
venues, regalities, &c, of the noble duke in 
this island, and which his ancestor parted 
from for an inadequate consideration, in 
1765, moved a resolution, the substance of 
which was, that the present duke of Atholl, 
his heirs, &c. be allowed one-fourth of the 
produced revenues of the Isle of Man, 
which, being estimated in gross at about 
12,0001. would yield to the noble duke 
an income of about 3,000]. per annum. 

Mr. Curwen opposed the resolution very 
Brenuously, 
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Mr. Creevey also opposed the resolution, 
and alledged that there had been a great 
deal of disgusting canvassing on behalf of 
the noble duke’s interest in this matter, and 
that if the measure was carried, it would be 
owing to such canvassing. 

Mr. Sheridan kindled at this expression, 
and said he knew of a great deal of can. 
vassing against the noble duke upon this 
subject, and of cards being printed and cir. 
culated for that purpose. He had been him. 
self canvassed in that manner, he had been 
also canvassed on behalf of the noble duke, 
but that was by a perfectly respectable per- 
son, who only desired him to look into and 
thoroughly understand the subject before 
he voted for it ; he had dene so, and the 
result was a conviction of the propriety of 
the claim of the noble duke, for whom he 
had no partiality whatever, but he follow. 
ed the.dictates of his conscience. He could 
not help lamenting that. his hon. friends 
who opposed this measure did not under. 
stand its merits so well as they ought to 
do, before they took such a course of op. 
position to it. 

After some further conversation, in 
which Mr. Windham and Mr, Wilberforce. 
opposed the duke of Atholl’s claims, and 
Mr. Rose and lord Glenbervie supported 
them, sir William Young moved an amend. 
ment, to grant a compensation to the duke 
of Atholl annually, out of the consolidated 
fund, equivalent to one-fourth of the gross 
revenues of the island This was acceded. 
to by the chancellor of the exchequer. A 
conversation of some length ensued between 
Mr. William Smith, lord de Blaquiere, and 
several other members. At length the 
house divided, for the amendment 79, 
against it 26, majority 53.— The house 
was resumed, and the report ordered to be 
received on Monday.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Saturday, June 22. 


[Conpuct or JupceFox.] The house 
met by special adjournment at one o'clock, 
and soon after their lordships resolved into 
a committee, for the farther consideration 
of the case of Mr. Justice Fox. The re- 
maining witnesses upon the charge under 
consideration being examined, Mr. Romilly, 
in a speech of considerable length, summed 
up and commented upon the effect of the 
evidence ; at the conclusion of which the 
counsel were ordered to withdraw. The 
house then resumed, and 


| 
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Lord Hawkesbury gave notice, that on 
Tuesday next he should submit a motion 
to their lordships for suspending the pro- 
ceedings in the case of Mr. Justice Fox, 
during the present session. He should, on 
the same day, present a bill to the efféct he 
had formerly stated, namely, to continue 
the proceeding in the state they then were 
jn the next session of parliament. 

[Tuettusson’s Arpeat.J—Lord Mul- 
grave called the attention of the house to 
the circumstances in which this important 
cause stood before their lordships, for the 

arpose of submitting a motion thereon, to 
which the house, he trusted, would, in its 
wisdom and justice, accede. He expatiated 
upon the peculiar nature and importance of 
the cause ; a cause involving on the one side 
the dearest and most important interest of 
the parties, as far as worldly interests could 
*be dear and important ; it was therefore one 

hich, abstracted from the peculiar and 
Besler circumstances of its nature, upon 
which their lordships ought not to decide, 
except in the most solemn and deliberate 
manner. What he intended to propose was, 
first, that the order for the attendance of the 
judges to deliver their opinions upon it on 
Tuesday be discharged ; and, secondly, that 
the case should be reheard. ‘Their lordships 
would recollect the great Jength of time since 
the case was argued at their bar, and the 
changes that had taken place in the interval. 
Since that time they had lost that great man 
and profound legal judge, the late chancel- 
lor, who gave the original decree in the 
cause, but who had recommended the par- 
ties to take the decision of the highest court 
of judicature in the kingdom upon it. They 
had lost also that worthy man and excellent 
lawyer, whose knowledge and learning in 


- subjects of the nature of that alluded to was 


particularly great; he meant the late lord 
chief justice of the court of common pleas, 
for whom his private friendship was as great 
as his esteem. for him as a lawyer. There 


were, since the peried of the last hearing of. 


the case, two new judges appointed, men 
certainly every way adequate to the station. 
The one remarkable for-his long and in- 
cessant forensic practice, and his profound 
erudition in every branch and department 
of the law; he meant lord chiet justice 
Mansfield : the other, one for whom he had 
the strongest personal regard, and of whose 
fitness in every point of view for the station 
to which he was exalted, Mr. Baron Sutton. 
There were also many changes amongst the 
noble members of that house, and these who 
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were definitively to judge the merits of the 
question. These were cogent and conclu- 
sive reasons for the rehearing of the case, 
such as he thought no man could be founded 
in objecting to. The delay he pfoposed 
might be productive of the highest possible. 
advantages, with regard to the interests of 
real justice on the one side, and, on the 
other, it could not possibly be attended with 
injurious Consequences; for, accumulation 
being the object, that would go on of itself, 
and could not, by delay, be impaired. Added 
to this, what their lordships would have to 
decide upon was merely a dry abstract point 
of law. Their decision would involve no 
great legal or political. principle; for the 
principle which the case had involved no 
longer existed; it was discountenanced by 
the legislature, inasmuch as, shortly after the 
case was known, a bill was brought in to 
prevent the recurrence of similar instances. 
The delay which he proposed was one which 
he must suppose, in the sirst instance, would 
be acceded to by his noble friend on the 
woolsack ; judging from the kindness and 
candour of his nature, his conscientious 
anxiety to do every thing that was right, and 
even frum that laudable difidence which he 
seemed to have in his own judgment, though 
no man in the kingdom had less reason for 
such diftidence. Under these impressions, 
he thought he should have the concurrence 
of his noble and learned friend, and, under 


the considerations he had adverted to, that 


their lordships would getierally accede to 
his proposition, which would afford them ati 
opportunity of giving a more mature, deli- 
berate, and correct decision upon a case of 
such great and siugular importance. Thé 
neble lord then moved the first of his pro- 
positions, in regular order, which was; 
“« that the order for the attendance of the 
judges on Tuesday next, to give their opi- 
nions in the case of Thellussons and Wood- 
fords, be discharged.” 

‘he Earl of Iestmorland decidedly ap- 
proved the proposition of his noble friend, 
and enforced the consideration cof some of 
his leading arguments. Let us look, said 
his lordship, at the question as it stands;. a 
question of the greatest importance to the 
public as weil zs to individuals. This case 
was, in the first place, brought to the court 
of chancery, it was considered of such dif- 
ficulty that the chancellor thought it neces- 
sary to call to his aid three judges from the 
other courts. These judges concur in opis 
nion ; but, if any credit can be given to the 
upon grounds separate, discors 


| 

| 

| 

n, | 

at | 

of 

nd 

be 

n, 

n- 

iis 

fe 

ne 

id 

re 

of 

| 

ld 

1s 

fa 

1 

i 

| 

| 

= 


» to it in any record of the law. 


conformity to that opinion, advised the par- 
ties to appeal tothe house of lords. The 
case was, of course, appealed to the lords, 


_ was heard with that attention which your 


lordships, 2s is your duty as well as practice, 


_ pay to the causes before you. A case was 


referred to the judges ; their opinion has not 
yet been delivered ; since that pertod, con- 
siderable alterations have arisen. In the 


_first place, at least 30 new members have 


been added to this house, who are to deeide 
‘pon a question, upon which they have not 
had an. opportunity of hearing one word. 
Ja what situation does the house then stand 
with the public? are we judges in dernier 


resort, or are appeals to be considered as 


illusory and useless? Next, we have had 


the misfortune to lose the able person who 


sat upon the woolsack and decided this case ; 
and also the, chief justice of the common 
pleas (one of the judges who gave an opinion 
en the case) so that in this important case 
we are deprived of knowing the grounds 
upon which the appeal was recommended. 
Since that period two new judges have been 
received on the bench; one of them, the 
vhief justice of the common pleas, the first 


equity lawyer in the kingdom, whose opi- 


nions have almost been held as oracular, the 
other his majesty’s late solicitor general, 
likewise very eminent in this particular 
branch of the profession. Under these cir- 


cumstances, justice would require of your 


lordships to obtain every information possi- 
ble upon such a case as the present, and have 
the assistance and advice of those able per- 
sons, which can only be had by ordering a 
new hearing; a favour seldom refused to 
persons desiring it. Even in ordinary cases, 
the subjects of this land have a right to the 
opinion of the twelve judges, whilst the 
petitioners would have only the opinion of 
ten of the judges, should their petition be 
rejected. No possible injury can arise to 
any party by the delay; the directions of 
the will were fulfilled, as accumulation con- 
tinued ; neither could it be said that the de- 
lay would affect any other question, as the 
legislature had decided this will to be so 
dangerous, that it had passed an act to pre- 
vent similar devices, and it could operate 
on no other cause, as it had been stated, and 
net denied, that there was no case similar 
No injury, 
therefore, could arise from the rehearing of 
this cause, as by so doing your lordships 


would shew your attention to justice ; would. 
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dant, and militant against one another. The 
_chancellor having . given the judgmett,;. ip 


obtain every information that could be hag 


-upon the subject ; and the petitioners world 


feel, that in subiititting to the judgment, 
whatever it might be, your lorcships had 
given every opportunity of stating tveir casey 
whereas, if this was refused, they would 
feel that they were not allowed those ops 
portunities which were granted in more or. 
dinary cases. Jf all the yudges concurred in 
one opinion, you would know all the wisdom 
of the law was wii you; but if you gave 
an opinion without suci! concurrence, you 
may, perhaps, hereafter think that you have 


decided against individuals, when if all the 


wisdom Gf the law had been collected, you 
might have had different advice. It may 
be said, that the same objections may again 
occur of change of judges, or members of 
this house; no doubt this objection does 
apply to grant delays, it is a reason why the 
delay should not have continued tothe present 
period; but the delay having arisen, it ¢ 
no reason we should decide without due 
deliberation, without due investigation, with. 
out some members having any information 
on the subject, and without all the advice we 
are entitled to; let the case be fairly argued, 
and an immediate decision given. 
The Lord Chancellor observed, that the 
noble lord who made the motion, and the 
noble earl who so decidedly supported it, 
seemed to think, that the decision of the 
house would depend upon his individual re- 
commendation, He was fully aware of the 
great and particular importance of the case; 
and, from his view of every thing connected 
with it, he was firmly of opinion, that the 
character of the administration of justice of 
the country, should not be brought into 
question, by their lordships acquiescence in 
what was now proposed. His noble friend 
who made the motion argued, as if the case 
in question was a singular and unique ease, 
and productive of no effects beyond itself. 
But he could tell that noble Jord, that a great 
number of cases, of wills particularly, in a 
great degree depended, as to a final decision, 
upon the ultimate decision of their lordships. 
He knew what had been the living and 
dying judicial opimion of the great law au- 
thority adverted to upon the case ; what pro- 
fessional men might say, other than in their 
characters of lawyers and judges, was not 80 
much to be relied upen; but this he be- 
lieved, that as to the real legal merits of the 
question, no lawyer with a gown to his back, 
had any difference of opinion, or would he- 
sitate to declare it instantly, were it only in 
a case of ten pounds ; they would see, theres 


| | for 
tio 
v0! 
tai 
ati 
| ba 
| ot 
| ee | of 
0! 
| a 
| 
| | 
| | 
| € 
f 
t 
¢ 
| 
1 
| 
| 
| 
j 


PARL, DEBATES, Junz 24, 1805.—Minutes. (554 
fore, how miich of the deliberation and cau- | The Lord Chancellor, in explanation, was 
tion which had obtained, derived from the | free to confess, it would have been better, 
consideration of the immense property in- had the noble and learned person alluded to, 
yolved, and the particular bearings of the | never made such a request, or, that he had 
case in other respects. ‘Lhe cause had cer- | not acceded to it. Bet: 
tainly been a very long time under consider- Lord Hawkesbury observed, that with re- 
ation, and it was nearly two years sixce it | spect to what was thrown out as to at nt | 
was argued and discussed at their lordships fluence which the opinions of the noble or 
bar. Proceedings tending to the final deci- | on the woolsack, and of the learned judges, 
sion were more than once postponed, and at | must have upon the decision of the house, 
one time to another session, at the instance | for his part, his vote upon questions of that 


of a poble and much respected learned 

friend, now No more, on account of the ab- 
“gence of the noble lord himself (Mulgrave) 
on professional duty. Besides, the consider- 
ation of the judges having to deliver their 
opinions on Tuesday could be no possible 


reason for their lordships then coming to any | J 


premature resolution, as to subsequent pro- 
ceedings. Whether the judges should be 
unanimous in their opinions upon the case, 
ernot, it would not go to preclude the house 
fromm exercising its judgment, or its discre- 
‘tim as to the future preferable line of con- 
duct. When the judges should have deli- 
yered their opinions, it would be time 
enough for the consideration of the most 
material part of what the noble lord pro- 
posed, but, under all the circumstances of 
the case, and the proceedings hitherto 
adopted, he could not give his assent to’ the 
motion of his noble friend. 

Lord Mulgrave spoke in explanation, and 
pointedly adverted to what transpired from 
the noble lord on the woolsack, respecting 
Ais having, on the suggestion of a noble and 
learned lord, now no more, consented to 
postpone the consideration of the case in 
question from one session to another, on ac- 
count of his own necessary absence on pro- 
fessional duty. Such a proceeding was not 
only without his concurrence but without 
his knowledge, and what he must disclaim 
as any argument against his proposition for 
further delay ; but surely, if his noble and 
Jearned friend had consented to postpone the 
business on such a ground as that, on the 
. absence of an individual peer, who professed 
_ to know nothing of the law, and who never 
troubled the house with observations on the 
subject, surely he could not consistently re- 
fuse to accede to his proposal, on the strong 
gtounds which had been laid for it; and 
which involved the gpinions, either as left 
to the house, or as not having the case re- 
gularly argued before them; of four men, 
either great and eminent authorities, or 


oe versed in the science of the 


kind would be regulated by the confidence 
he should have in those sages of the law. At 
the same time, he admitted, that it was per- 


| fectly competent to any noble lord to deliver 


his opinion upon subjects of the kind, and 
to decide according to the dictates of his own 
judgment, and such was perfectly in unison 
with the appellant jurisdiction of that house. 
With resvect to the grounds which his no- 
ble colleague considered as adequate for 
doing that which might tend to postpone the 
decision of the house upon the case in ques- 
tion a considerable time longer, he could by 
no means regard them as such. Were they 
to postpone proceedings of the 
count of the demise of one or two — tl 
jesty’s judges, and the appointment of other. 
in their room, or the loss by death of one or 
two members of that house, however re~ 
spectable, things continually occurring, they 
Might put off their decisions to eternity— 
The question was then put, when the mo- 
tion was negatived without a division. —Ad. 
journed. 


MOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, June 24. 

(Mixutes.] The Military Commission- 
ers’ Mistake bill, the Loyalty Loan bill, and 
the Fish Bounty bill, passed through com- 
mittees, and were reported, Some other 
bills on the table were forwarded in their 
respective stages; after which the house 
adjourned, 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, June 24. 


(Minures.) The Land ‘fax Rederuption 
bill was read a third time and passed: —On 
the motion of Mr. Wellesley Pole, several 
accounts were ordered to be laid before the 
house of the number of officers, non-com- 
misioned officers, and privates in the royal 
artillery, royal artificers, &c. stating the 
total number of those corps in Great Britain 
aad Ireland on the Ist of June, 1805,—Lorg 
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was ordered to be printed—Mr. Serjeant 

Best gave notice, that on Monday he would 

move certain resolutions founded on the 

above report, provided that it was printed 

time enough to allow the house to become 
ce - sufficiently acquainted with its contents.— 
Sir J. Stewart brought up the second report 
of the committee on sir Home Popham’s 
conduct ; which was ordered to be printed. 
-—The Irish. Civil List bill was read a third 
time and passed.—The Irish Infirmary Re- 
ation bill was read a second time, and 
ordered to be committed to-morrow.—The 
house went into a committee on the report 
of the committee on the Pilchard Fishery 
bill, in which it was agreed that a certain 
-additional bounty should be given on every 
barrel of pilchards——Mr. Rose brought in a 
bill for granting certain premiums on the 
southern whale fishery ; which was read a 
‘first time.—The Irish Loyalists’ Compensa- 

_ ‘tion bill passed through a committee, and 
“the report was ordered to be received to- 
‘morrow, The Coasting Seamens’ bill was 
‘zee a third time and passed.—Mr. Higham, 
‘from the commissioners for the reduction 
of the national debt, presented an account 
-of the quantity of stock redecmed of the 
Trish debt. Ordered to Jie on the table, and 
to be printed —On the motion of lord Ar- 
chibald Hamilton, the house went into a 
committee on the Corn bill. A long con- 
versation arose on the manner of taking the 
average for exportation in Scotland, which 
was stated by lord A. Hamilton, Mr. 
i M‘Dougall, and other members for that part 
| of the empire, to be very oppressive in its 
present form, Mr. Pattison, Colonel Stan- 
ley. &c. were willing to give every relief to 
Scotland, but without making any alteration 
in the mode of taking the average for ex- 
portation in England. Mr: Foster wished 
to introduce an amendment putting corn 
exported from Ireland into Great Britain on 
the same footing as corn imported from fo- 
reign countries, 
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committee was ordered to be ballotted fy 
to-morrow, on the secret part of the eleven) 
report of the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
—On the motion of the secretary at war 
returns were oridered to be laid before the 
house of the total effective strength of the 
British army at home and abroad up to the 
latest returns ; of the number of men want. 
ing to complete the infantry and cavalry, 
distinguishing the foreign corps from the 
British, and the men enlisted for genem| 
and limited service ; and of the number of 
men enlisted from the militia into the re 
' gular force, distinguishing those enlisted into 
‘the line, into the artillery, and into the 
marines. The secretary at war presented 
the last-mentioned returns, which were or 
dered to be printed. After a short conver. 
sation between the secretary at war and 
colonel Craufurd, it was ordered, on the 
motion of the latter, that there be laid be 
fore the house an account of the number of 
men volunteered from the militia included 
in the returns of the regular force up to the 
Ist of May.—On the motion of sir J.B. 
Warren, the house went into a committee 
on the report of the committee on the pe- 
tition from the trustees of the naval asylum, 
when a resolution having been agreed to, 
that a sum not exceeding 20,0001. should be 
granted to his majesty, for the support of 
that institution, the house resumed, and the 
report was ordered to be received to-mor- 
row.—Colonel Stanley brought up the re 
port of the committee on the Duke of 
Atholl’s petition. After a few words from 
‘Mr. Curwen, who declared his determina- 
tion to oppose the measure in a future stage, 
and some observations from Mr. Cree 
vey, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Giddy, Mr. P. Cae 
rew, Mr. Rose, and Mr. Wilberforce, the 
resolutions were read and agreed to, anda 
bill ordered in pursuance thereto.—On the 
motion of the chancellor of the exchequer, 
the house went into a committee on the re- 


port relative to the improvement of Ply- 


On this, and amendments! mouth harbour, when a sum of 25,0001, 


‘proposed by other members, the gallery was | was voted for that purpose.—Ordered, on the 


repeatedly cleared for a division. 


During | motion of Mr. Foster, that the house should . 


the latter part of the discussion, strangers to-morrow go into a committee, to consider 


were excluded for a considerable time. 
cur re-admission into the gallery we found 


that the different clauses of the bill having 


béen gone through, the house resumed, and | | 
a | their office —Mr. Sturges Bourne brought 


division, in which the ayes were 40, up a for authorising the lords commis 


| 
| the report was received and read, after 


the speaker in the chair, and understood, | 
customs, and to ensure a more.re at- 


On | of the duties on Spanish red wine.—Mr, 
Sturges Bourne obtained leave to bring ina 


bill to abolish the fee’ of certain officers of 


tendance in the discharge of the duties of 
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Glenbervie brought up the report of the } noes 9; majority 31.—On the motion ¢ 
select committee on the eleventh report of ' the chancellor of the exchequer, a select 
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goners of the treasury to permit the ware- 
housing of goods in certain ports upon se- 
curity for payment of the duties; also, the 
inland coal importation bill ; and Mr, Hus- 
kisson brought up the Cochineal Dust Duty 
pill; which were. severally read a first 
time. 

or Lorp MELVILLE. ]— 
Mr. Leycester, adverting to the notice given 
by a right hon, friend of his (Mr. Bond) 
éfa motion to-morrow, to exclude from the 
proceedings of the attorney-general against 
lord Melville the affair of Mr. Jellicoe, 
gave notice that he should at the same time 
move that an impeachment of lord Melville 
besubstituted for the criminal prosecution.— 


Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, June 25. 


Aprrat.]—The order 
being read for the attendance of the judges 
for the purpose of delivering their opinions 
respecting this long pending appeal, the 
same was read at considerable length by the 
lord chief baron ; the result of this was in 
favour of aflirming the decree of the court 
of chancery. 

The Lord Chancellor then addressed the 
house in a speech of some length, repeating 
his opinions upon the case. In the course 
of his observations, he referred to various 
authorities, particularly to that of lord chan- 
cellox Thurlow. With respect to his own 
opinion as to the main Jaw points of the 
case, he could never bring his mind to en- 
tertain any doubts upon them; they in- 
volved those rules of construction which had 
for ages applied with respect to wills. Un- 
der this conviction, he certainly should feel 
it his duty to give a negative to any propo- 
sition tending to reverse the decree; the 


noble and learned Jord concluded by moving 


a resolution, tending to aixrm the decree ; 
which, on the question being put, met with 
no opposition ; and it was forthwith ordered 
accordingly. 

[Arrest or Mr. Justice Jonnson.J— 
The ay of Cumberland presented a peti- 
tion from Mr. Justice Johnson. ‘The peti- 
tion, after setting forth the leading circum- 
stances of his case, stated in substance, that 
the petitioner was put to very considerable 
expense in defending himself in a cause now 
depending in his majesty’s court of King’s 
Bench, ‘That he was informed that a bill 
(the Felons’ Escape) was in that house, which 


contained several clauses, which if passed, 


would. have the effect of an ex post facto 
law upon his cause, and prayed that their 
lordships, in their wisdom and justice, would 
so amend such clauses, as that the law, at 
the time of the alledged offence, might not 
be altered, The petition was ordered to lie 
upon the table. 

[CoLoniaL INTERCOURSB wiTH AME- 
r1cA.]—Lord Holland wished to know, 
what was the nature of the orders which 
had been sent by government to the lieu- 
tenant-governor of Jamaica, relative to the 


trade between that island and the United.. 


States; and whether any orders had been 
sent out since the 21st of May for discon- 
tinuing the restriction on the importation of. 
goods in American bottoms ? 

Earl Camden said, that the lieutenant- 
governor had not received any orders to 
prevent the suspension of the law, in-cases 
of necessity, against the importation of goods. 
from America. 

Lord Holland then asked, whether the 
house was to understand that no orders had 
been sent to enforce the restrictions on the 
trade between the United States and the 
‘West India islands ? 

The Duke of Montrose observed, that the 
state of the law on the subject in question 
was this: According to the navigation act, 
there could be no communication between 
the United States and the British West India 
islands, except in British bottoms. But a 
power was given to the governor of every 
island to allow the importation of provisions 
and other articles in cases of necessity. It 
having appeared, however, that some irre- 
gularities had arisen in the exercise of this 
power, and that a too general importation 
had been permitted, directions were sent 
out to the governors not to make too fre- 
quent use of the discretion which they pos- 
sessed. There was no ground for supposing 
they were prohibited from suspending the 


restriction ; they were only required not to 


give way to too great a facility of importa- 
tion, 

Lord J7olland said, that the noble duke 
scemed disposed to volunteer a reply, which 
it belonged to the noble earl (Camden) to 
give, but which, at the same time, was far 

rom being satisfactory. Indeed all he had 
heard convinced him that the restriction had 
been improperly enforced ; and he conceived 


‘it to be his duty to move for such papers as 


might tend to elucidate the subject. He 
therefore gave notice, that he should move 
for copies of all petitions from the West In- 
dia islands, and all correspondence between, 
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the governors of the islands and his majesty’s 

‘government, respecting the trade with Ame- 

Tica, from the commencement of the pre- 

‘sent War with France to the 21st of May 
ast. 

The Buke of Montrose observed, that if 
he had volunteered an answer, it was given 
on good authority ; but he left it to the 
house to judge whether his interference or 
that of the noble lord in ‘this business had 
most the appearance of volunteering. 

The Marquis of Buckingham said, that 
- the lieutenant-governor of the island of Ja- 

maica had understood his hands to be tied up 
by the orders transmitted to him from go- 
vernment. 
Lord Hawkesbury said, he entertained no 
doubt whatever, but that the governor of 
Jamaica would appear to have been perfectly 
justified in every thing which he had done. 
[Connucr or Jupcz Fox.]—The order 
_of the day for considering the petition of 
Mr, Justice Fox being read, 
', Lord Hawkeslury moved, that such part 
of the said petition as relates to expenses, be 
referred to the committee already appointed 
to consider of the expenses incurred by 
other persons concerned in the proceedings. 
His lordship then observed, that he had giv- 
en notice of a motion for suspending the 
proceedings in the case of Mr. Justice Fox. 
In conformity with that intention, he was 
now about to introduce a bill for continuing 
ver the proceedings to the next session. A 
noble lord, who was not then in his place 
(lord Grenville) had stated, that he had 
strong objections to this measure. As that 
noble lord was absent, he should reserve the 
reasons he had to urge in support of this 
measure until the second reading, which he 
intended to move on Thursday.—The bill 
was read a first time, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The Lord Chancellor observed, that a si- 
milar measure had been thought necessary 
in the case of sir Thomas Rumbold, but the 
precedent which came nearest to the course 
now proposed by his noble friend was, the 
impeachment of Mr. Hastings. <A bill had 
thea been brought into the commons for 
continuing over the proceedings, It was 
still, however, for their lordships to deter- 
mine whether they would adopt that course 
in the present instance. 

Lord Hawkesbury said, he could not, con- 
sistently with the forms of the house, pror 
- pose that an order should be made for the 
second reading, until printed copies were on 
the tablg. As it was his wish, however, 


PARE, DEBATES, June 25, 


1805.—Conduct of Judge For. rs 


that it should be read a second time og 
Thursday .next, he now moved, that their 
lordships be summoned for Thursday —Aq. 
journed, 


s 
HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Tuesday, June 25. 


{Minutrs.]—A message from the lords 
informed the louse that they had agreed 
to the Land-Tax Commissoners’ bill, the 
Loyalty Loan, the Barrack Master "@e. 
neral’s bill, the London Fish Bounty bill, 
and the General Turnpike-road_ bill, the 
latter with amendments, to which they 
desired the concurrence of the house, 
Their lordships also requested a copy of 
the report of the select committee on the 
tenth report of the naval commissioners, 
The messergers were intormed that the 
house would send a message to their lord. 
ships’ request by messengers of their own, 
—The house resolved itself into a com- 
mittee on Weston’s Divorce bi!l; and heard 
counsel and evidence in proot of the adu- 
terous intercourse.—The house then pro 
ceeddd to ballot for a committee to examine 
the secret matter contained in the elevenh 
report of the commissioners of navat enctis 
ry.-—Mr. Whitbread moved for severs! ac. 
counts of balances in the hands of the re 
ceiver-general of the post-othce, and of the 
stamp-office, from the year 1743, to the 
5th of April last, together with ihe names 
of the persons in whose hands the balanees 
were.—A. message on the motion of Mr, 
Sturgess Bourne, was sent to the lords, 
that their louse would send their jordsbips 
a copy of the report of the select com 
mittee on the tenth navai report.—Mr, 
Whitbread adverted to the royal com 
mission issued for the adoption of improve- 
ments in the affairs of the navy, and 
wished to know, from the right hon. gent. 
opposite, whether any alteration had taken 
place in that commission, in consequence 
of the prontotion of the person whose pre- 
sidency was considered as the surest pledge 
of its efficacy, sir C. Middleton, now lord 
Barham, The chancellor of the exchequer 
said afew words in answer, in a very low 
tone. The import as well as we could 
collect it, was, that lord Barham was still 
at the head of that commissioh.—Sir W. 
Burroughs brought up the report of the 
committee appointed to inspect the ballot 
for a committee to examine the application 
of the 10,0001. mentioned in the eleventh 
report of naval enquiry as applied to s% 
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‘were lord Castlereagh, lord Glenbervie, 
Windham, Mr. T. Grenville, Mr. R. 
Ryder, Mr. Canning, and Mr. Serjeant Best. 
- Jt was ordered on the motion of the clian- 
‘cellor of the exchequer, that four of the 
gaid'committee be a quorum. 
{Navat ApministRation or Sr. 
Nincenr.]—Admiral Markham having mo- 
. yed that the papers relating to the navy, 
which were presented to the house on 
the 19th instant, should be printed, which 
’ was ordered, he then adverted to a notice 
' which had been given by an hon. gent. (Mr. 
‘ Jeffery) for Thursday, of a motion found- 
‘ed upon the Papers respecting the Navy. 
Jt was not possible, he said, that -the 
pers for the printing of which he had 
‘moved could’ be printed in time for the 
' house to be in possession of their contents 
’ by Thursday ; added to which, the papers 
for which he had moved were not yet all 
of them before ‘the house. He hoped, 
therefore, the hon. gent. would consent to 
postpone his motion. 
~ Mr. Jeffery said it would have given him 
t pleasure to have complied with the 
on. admiral’s request ; but he thought it 
high time at this late period of the session 
that the cotintry should be made acquainted 
with the state of its navy, and with the 
conduct of those by whom it had been 


managed. 
Admiral Markham it very extra- 
ordinary that the hon. gent. being in posses- 
sion of the papers on one side of the 
question, should refuse to give time for the 
production of those on the other side. If 
_ More time was not given for this purpose 
it would be impossible for him to meet the 
question as it deserved. He liad a right to ask 
to be allowed the opportunity and the means 
. of defence, as being a member of that board 
of admiralty, the noble lord at the head of 
which had been accused by the hon. gent. 
’ of being the worst enemy of his country. 
It would be extremely strange if the accuser 
should bring in his accusation, and he 
(admiral M.) should not be allowed the 
opportunity of making his defence. 

Mr. Jeffery was proceeding to comment 
“pon what had fallen from the hon. adniiral 
- when he was called to order by the speaker, 
who réminded him that there was no ques- 
tion before thé house. He then contented 
‘himself with stating, that he did not think 
it necessary to postpone his motion. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said he 
ya ae help wishing that the hon. gent. 

e a 4 


- service. The seven persons chosen’ 
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would not press his motion on the day. 
for which it was at present fixed. Under 
the circumstances of the case, he did not 
think’ the house would be enabled to enter 
into that full detail upon the subject whicli 
must of course, be devirable, the papers - 
moved for by the hon. admiral being not yet 
all of them before te house. 

Jeffry said the papers’moved for by 
the hon. admiral were of little or no conse- 
quence with respect to the subject which he 


‘intended to bring furward in the house. 


The hon. member was again proceeding; © 
when he was stopped by the speaker; and 
the conversation ended.. Mr. Jefiary’s mo- 
tion remaining as before fixed for Thursday. 
[Parers RELATING To THE o¥ 
Ovupe.]—Mr. James Paull rose and spoke 
as follows :—When I imposed upon myseif 
the task of bringing under the considera- 
tion of parliament the case of the nabob of 
Oude, and urging grave matter of charge 
against the marquis Wellesley the governor- 
general of India, I was fully and deeply im- 
pressed with the arduousness of the under- 
taking and with the difficulties and obstacles 
I had to encounter. I was aware of the 
indifference, not to call it by any other 
name, that pervades this house and the na- 
tion in general, as to the affairs of India, 
whether as regarding the honour and good 
faith of the British character, or as con- 
nected with the pecuniary affairs of the 
country ; what such apathy and indifference 
have led to, I shall not at present stop to 
Shquire, but in the administration of the 
marquis Wellesley, we have seen India 
deluged with blood, its princes dethroned, 
its ancient families ruined, and the spoils of 
our nearest allies adled to the resources of 
the company, without exciting a sentiment 
of disapprobation on the part of the Bri« 
tish legislature.—I was aware that in the 
course of the proceedings I should have to 
submit to pafliament, [ had to arraign, to 
stand forth as the accuser of a nobleman 
high in his country’s service, and whose 
conquests in his oriental career, have given 
a brillaacy to his administratioa, in the eyes 
of his countrymen ; a nobleman, of exten- 
sive influence, and possessing powerful con- 
nexions in both houses of parliament, and 
I could not’ for a moment forget, that the 
individual who had to surmount these 
difficulties was a new man and a very young 
member of this honse.—So circumstanced, 
and amidst such difficulties, I had, however, 
some very considerable consolation ; I knew 
that a motives that impelled me to siand 
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forward on this occasibn were pure and uh- 
questionable, and the matters I had to urge, 
plain and simple, founded on trath and jus- 
tice, and standing in no need of eloquence 
to force themselves on the consideration of 
parliament.—I- had me:ely to say, that a 
prince, the highest in rank and dignity of 
all the powers of Hindostan, the most faith- 
ful of all the allies of the company, and 
paying the enormous tribute of g00,000l. 
annually, had, in defiance of justice, and in 
the face of the most solemn treaty, been 
dispossessed of a country containing upwards 
ef three millions of attached subjects, and 
producing a revenue of nearly two millions 
of pounds sterling yearly ; with the alter- 
native of resisting injustice and oppression 
by force of arms, and experiencing the fate 
‘of all those that have attempted to oppose 
the encroachments of the company’s go- 
vernors. abroad.—I had only to assert that 
the case of this unhappy prince, degra- 
ded and disgraced in the eyes of all the 
world, exceeded in hardship, in every point 
of view, and in all its bearings, that of rajah 
‘Chyt Sing, the prince of Benaris, for whose 
expulsion from his dominions Mr. Hastings 
was impeached by the commons of Great- 
Britain, with this marked and essential dis- 
tinction, that Chyt Sing resisted demands 
that he thought oppressive, whereas. the 
nabob vizier, the prince of Oude, submitted 
to every demand however illegal, however 
eppressive, however unjust. — As to the 
other matter of charge, the expression of it 
was equally clear from difficulty ; [had only 
to say, that the marquis Wellesley had 
violated the laws of his country, having in 
defiance of an act of parliament appointed 
-his own brother to a station of dignity, 
-trust, and emolument that he was incom- 
petent to hold, and if this house has been 
_ well employed in punishing breaches of acts 
of parliament committed at home, I put 
. it to every man to consider of the conse- 
quences of overlooking offences. against the 
law committed at the distance of 13,000 
_ miles from the mother-country, where the 
object is attained, as in this case, for which 
the offence is committed, before repre- 
sentation can be made, far less redress ob- 
tained—When I intimated my notice for 
this day, it was my intention to have en- 
tered pretty much at large into the trans- 
actions-in Oude, and into the cause and ef- 
tects of this violation of law, but that is 
- rendered unnecessary from a variety of cir- 
_cumstances.—When I consider the very ad- 
vanced period of the session, and the quan- 
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1798 ; and his letter to the secret. commit. 


.as far as regards sir John Shore’s conduct in 


tity of public business that must yet unm 
avoidably occupy the time and attention of 
parliament, I am satisfied of the utter jm. 
practicability of making much progress, 
far less of bringing this business to any js. 
sue, during the present session, and I am 
therefore only desirous for the productiog 
of various documents to ground the charges 
I shall hereafter urge against the margnj 
Wellesley. — Another motive that weighs 
deeply with me for not precipitating this 
business is, the almost certainty that the 
noble lord will shortly be in England ; for 
I am most eager, and anxious, that he should 
be present to hear, see, and comment upon 
every part of my proceedings ; no ‘man, 
admires more than I do, some parts of that 
noble lord’s character, but I have to lament 
in common with every man who has turned 
his thoughts to India, and in common with 
all the nations of Hindostan, that lord 
Wellesley’s spirit of aggrandizement, his 
love of power, and insatiable ambition have 
led him into errors and mistakes, that have 
shook to its base our very existence in India, 
and to consequent acts of great injustice 
and oppression.—I move that there be laid 
before this house :—1...‘‘ Copy of a minute 
of sir John Shore, (now lord Teignmouth) 
late governor-general, detailing the measures 
adopted in Oude, which.Jed to the deposi- 
tion of vizier Ally, and placiag on: the 
throne the nabob Sadaal Ally, together with 
the treaty concluded on that occasion.—2, 
Copy of the minute of sir John Shore (now 
lord Teignmouth) dated the 5th of March, 


— 


tee, or court of directors, explaining his 
reasons for concluding the above treaty, and 
his final arrangements in Oude.—3. Copy 
of a general letter to Bengal, dated the 15th 
of May, 1798, in the political department, 


the arrangements for Oude.—4. Copy of 
the correspondence ‘between the governor 
general marquis Wellesley, and John Lums 
den, esq. and col. William Scott, the Bn- 
tish residents in Oude, as far as relates to 
the new arrangements proposed for that 
kingdom by lord Wellesley, until the con- 
clusion of the treaty of Lucnow in 1801— 
5. Copy of the instructions and correspon 
dence between the governor-general and 
the Hon. Henry Wellesley, sent to Oude on 
a special deputation in 1801, as far as they 
‘regard the nabob Sadaal Ally, and the treaty 
concluded with that prince, Mr. Wellesley 
having been present on the occasion.—6. 
Copy: of all. comnmunications to tae secrtt 
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committee or court of directors by the go- 
yernor-general, respecting, the nabob Sadaal 
Ally, previous: to or after the conclusion of 
the treaty of Lucnow in !861, so far as 


the'same may relate to the said treaty, and. 
.the management or revenues of the nabob’s 
rovinces.—7. Copy of the treaty between: 


the nabob Sadaal Ally and the company in 
1901.—8. Copy of the settlement of the coun - 
tries called the Ceded Provinces, for three 
ears, made under the direction of the 


Hon. Henry Wellesley, whilst lieutenant- | 


governor of those provinces.—g. Copy of 
the general letter from Bengal, in the re- 
yenue department, in 1803-4, reporting on 
the collections of the Ceded Provinces.— 
10. Copy of the minute of the governor- 
general, appointing the Hon. Henry Wel- 
Jesley lieutenant-governor of the provinces 
obtained from the vizier, and marquis Wei- 
lesley’s letter to the secret committee, or 


the court of directors, on that occasion.—: 


11. Copy of a letter from the court of di- 
rectors, or the secret committee, to the 
Bengal government, annulling such appoint- 
ment:—-so far as these variousdocuments may 
be disclosed without prejudice to the public 
service.” 

Lord Castlereagh said, as he did not mean 
to object to the production of the papers 
moved for by the hon. geut., he should not 
now enter into the subject. His only wish 
was, that the house would keep their minds 
perfectly open relasive to the circumstances 
adverted to by the hon. gent. until the 
time sould arrive when the subject might 
be fully and fairly discussed. ‘There was 
one part of the subject, however, on which 
he wished to say a few words, in order that 
fio unfavourable impression might go abroad, 
in consequence of what had been stated by 
the kon. gent. He alluded. to the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Henry Wellesley ona 
special mission in the province of Oude. 
Mr. Henry Wellesley was placed by the 
fnarquis, his brother, at the head of a 
commission in the province of Oude, for 
the purpose of placing the revenues and 
establishments of that country on a proper 
footing, in which service he actively and 
successfully employed himseif, but for 
which he received no emolument, except 
what he derived from the office which he 


before held, and which he continued at 


that period to hold, that of private se- 
cretary to the governor-general. So far, 
indeed, from deriving any additional ad- 
vantages. from his employment in Oude, 


his health was seriously injured by his 
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exertions whilst employed upon that sere 
vice. 

Sir 7. Burroughs did not think it fair 
that the hon. gentleman’s opening should 
be attended with such expressions against 
the noble marquis: with respect to the 
legality of the appointment, it had been’ — 
his lot to hold an official jegal «situation in 
Bengal for ten years, fromm which he was 
weil acquainted with the subject, and he 
did not think the appointment of Mr. 
Henry Wellesley would be found to be illegal, 

Mr. said, he would not admit 
that his hon. iriend bad been at all unfair 
or® intemperate in the mode of bringing 
this business forward. He had acted judi- 
ciously and in his opinion most properly, 
and could not have said less, to ground a 
case for the production of papers—papers 
that were not-dsked as a matter of favour, 
but as. a- fatter of right, and which his’ 
ben. friend thought necessary for the cause 
of substantial justice. 

Mr. Weliesley Pele assured the house, 
that the friends of the’ noble lord had no 
wish but for the fullest investigation of 
his conduct. He denied positively that 
Mr. Henry Wellesley derived any emolu- 
ment from his mission to Oude. The ex- 
pences of the missiom® were paid upon 
vouchers in which there was no considera- 
tion for him. He hoped the-time would 
come when the conduct of the noble lord 
whose conduct the hon. gent. meant to 
make the subject of charge would be open 
to full, fair, and free discussion. On tha 
occasion persons not connected with the- 
noble lord would have full liberty of offering 
their opinions, whatever they may be, and 
he tru-ted he would be at liberty to claim 
the indulgence the house allowed to every 
vody. in matters concerning persons so near. 
and dear to them, 

Mr. Paxil, in answer to what fell from 
the noble lord, from the. near relation of: 
Jord Wellesley and from the hon. and learn- 
ed bart. opposite, said, that the situatiun 
Mr. Henry Wellesley was appointed to, was 
one of great trust, honour, and emolument, 
as would appear when the papers were aid 
upon the table; a situation in fact’ that 
made him second only to marquis Wei- 
lesley, who was second to no other man in 
pomp and magnificence on th® earth.— 
The different’ motions were «respectively 
agreed to. 

[War in Inpta,]—Mr. Frane’s wish d 
to ask the noble lord (Castlereagh) whe- 


ther ‘any dispatches had been yet received 
202 
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war with Holkar, The packet containing 


' deficiency of 10,C00 men froin the omission 
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ment, relative to the commencement of the 
war with Holkar, which had commenced 
on the 16th af April, 1804; and whether the 
directors or the board of control were in 
session of the accounts to the end of 
Risech, 1804, so as to enable the noble 
Jord to bring forward the India budget this 
ear ? 
. Lord Castlereagh said there had been no 
direct advices from India relative to ihe 


these dispatches had been taken by the 
French on its passage to Europe, and the 
only accounts we had was from a transla- 
tion of the contents of that packet pub- 
lished'in the Moniteur. Probably the same 
packet contained the accounts relative to 
the budget; but of’ this he could not be 
positive, all he he could say was, that there 
were no direct accounts. 
(Stare or tHe Arny.]—Colonel Crau- 
furd apologised for the delay that had already 
‘taken place with respect to his motion on 
the siate of the army. The delay was ta 
be attributed fo the difficulty of getting 
the pipers which were necessary. The 
principal paper was that containing the 
state of the army on the 1l:t of May last. 
The secretary at war had mentioned to 
him tle preceding day, that there was a 


of the numbers that had been discharged 
from the militia, as volunteering for the 
line, but were nét included in the returns 
of the Jine. In ofder to remedy this 
omission thé sécretary at war moved for 
a teturn of the effective strength ‘on the 
ist of June, ‘which he thought ‘might 
have been prepared that day, bat which 
was jot prepared. “He was, from: this rea- 
son, under the ‘necessity of” deferring his 
“Th Secretary’ at War stated, that the pa- 
ers were ‘not prepared in the war office, 
Fat in another office, where, notwithstand- 
ing every’ diligence, they were not ready 
at tive o'clock ‘that day. The reason’ why 
the inen who had volunteered from the mi- 
litia were ‘hot included in the Teturns. of 
the line was, that they had not then joined 
the line. ‘They Were on their passage, and 
the hon. gent. had not shaped his motion 
so as to include them:—Afier some further 
conversation, Col. Craufurd fixed his riotice 
oF Logp Mrtvitie.J— 
Mr. Bond stated, that the motion cf which 
Re had given notice stood next in order: 


It was a motion which related to a pro. 
ceeding decided upon by the house, ang 
grew out of that proceeding. Since hig 
notice, he was apprised that an hon. and 
learned friend of his (Mr. Leycester) had 
given notice of his intention to move tg 
substitute an impeachment of Jord Melville 
for the criminal prosecution. It appeared 
to him that the motion of his hon. and 
learned friend ought to have precedence, 
for if it was possible the house could be 
persuaded to adopt such a motion, any dis, 
cussion upon his would be nugatory. 

Mr. Leycester agreed that. it would be 
better for his motion to be first decided, 
‘lhe object of the motion of which he 
gave notice yesterday was, that the ques. 
tion relative to the mode of prosecution 
should again be brought under the consi. 
deration of the house. Perhaps it might 
be more convenient, and tend to remove 
some prejudices, which otherwise would 
arise as to ithe form in which the motion 
was made, if he stated what his motion 
would be. The motion he proposed was, 
that the house should proceed by impeach. 
ment against Henry lord viscount Melville, 
for the several offences charged in the 10th 
report, and that the atiorney-geveral should 
be directed to stay the proceedings directed 
by the house on the thirteenth of June, 
when the subject was agitated. He was 
one of those who was of opinion that no 
further criminal prosecution sould be car- 
ried on against the noble lord. He was of 
that opinion, because he considered that 
the resolutions passed by the house of 
¢ommons contained in themseives a heavy, 
censure and severe punishment}; that he 
had been removed from an high and imp 
tant office ; that he had been degraded, 
and his name struck out of the privy coun 
cil. He was of gpinion, that to direct a 
further criminal prosecution would be tq 
send him to a trial, which would have 
the effect of punishin; Tins a second time 
for the same identical offence. The house 
had been of a different opinion, and no- 
thing therefore was further from his inten, 
tion, than to bring that question again under 
consideration. It had been decided, that 
a criminal prosecution should be carried on, 
and the house was bound to act on the 
principle it had adopted. If it had oc; 
curred tu him, ‘that the house had as deli- 
berately decided “with regard to the mode 
of prosecution—if it had occurryd to him, 
that the house had formed a delierative de- 
termination, he should readily have acquis 
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esced, and should not have given the house 
3 moment’s trouble; but he confessed, 
that, although his right hon. friend’s 
amendment liad brought forward the mode 
of prosecution, yet he was persuaded it 
did not occur to any, except those to 
whom he had communicated his intention, 
what the precise object of the prosecutor 
was. Upon a determination to be col- 
laterally formed, and without much dis- 
cussion, it appeared to him, that it would 
be highly improper to come to a iinal 
jedgment, especially in a case which was 
to form a precedent. Upon this principle, 
he submitted the propriety of bringing the 
question again before the house. Tie should 
leave to consider how this would have 
stood if it had been res nova, how far 
the house would think it expedient to abide 
by its determination, and how far it was 
excluded from reviving the subject. As to 
the first question, supposing it to be a new 
proceeding, whether it would be better to 
by impeachment, he confessed it 

did appear to him that an impeachment 
was the preferable mode, It was consistent 
with parliamentary usage, with the dignity 
of the house, with the rank and situation 
pf the defendant, and led with greater 
certainty to substantial justice. Upon look- 
ing into the journals he tound, that with re- 
spect to commoners, the usual mode of pro- 
ceeding had been by an information filed by 
the attorney general. With respect to a 
pret of the realm, the usage was directly 
e reverse ; for there were numerous in- 
stances of parliamentary impeachments, but 
no diligence he had used in searching into 
the journals had enabled him to discover an 
instance of a proceeding otherwise than by 
jmpeachment, except one, and that was the 
case of Jord Halifax in 1702. It was to be 
found in the 14th volume of the journals, 
page 143. |t appeared that the auditors of 
the exchequer had not examined certain ac- 
counts according to the directions of the 8th 
and Oth of William III. and an address was 
voted to his majesty, that he would be 
pleased to give instructions to the attorney 
general to prosecute. Afterwards a motion 
was made for the attorney general to state 
what proceedings had taken place. There 
was an entry in the journals to this effect: 
“ The attorney general, in obedience tp the 
of the ‘house, certified, that the ex- 
ception taken by the defendant’s counsel had 
lowed py the court of exchequer.’ 
The exception was, that the words, as laid 
iA the information, were in the affirmative, 
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that he did examine the accounts, instead of » 
being in the negative, that he did not. How 
the prosecution came to be in the court of 
exchequer he knew not, unless it was on 
account of the noble lord having been an 
auditor of the exchequer. With this single 
exception, the precedents the other way” 
were uniform ; there was not an instance of 
a single proceeding against a peer except by 
way of iipeechment. When usage had so 
long established a’ mode of proceeding, it 
was extremely dangerous to depart from it, 
except on solid and substantial grounds. In 
the presentcase, there were many reasons why 
it should not be ueparted from :—the rank and 
station of the defcudant ; the respect due to_ 
the high order of which he was a member ; 
and the consideration that the trial of an ac- 
cused person before his peers, was more 
consistent with the spirit of the constitution.. 
He therefore thought the usage should not. 
be abandoned, except on extraordinary 
grounds. It was rendered more important 
that it should not, by the general curiosity 
and attention which this case had excited. 
In the next place, the noble person had not 
only filled the highest offices of government, 
but he had eminenily distinguished himself. 
by his abilities: every one must consequent-. 
ly agree, that he was entitled to all the pri- 
vileges he could claim in a case in which 
every thing dear and valuable to him wasat 
stake. For these reasons he conceived an 
impeachment preferable, and was convinced, 
it would be productive of more substantial 
justice He was ready to admit the exer-. 
tions, the talents, and industry of those who 
administered justice in the court in which the. 
criminal prosecution was to be instituted, 
If he had a suit, that would be the court in 
which he would wish to have it carried on ; 
but there might be cases in which a court of 
common law was not the proper place to in- 
stitute a criminal proceeding. There wasa_ 
strictness in the proceedings of a court of 
law, and certainly in a case perfectly new, 
and of this nature, it was very probable 
there might be considerable embarrassment: 
undoubtedly a proceeding might be institute 
ed, inwhich only some small part of the 
charge in the tenth report should be the sub- 
ject of prosecution ; tor instance, the charge 
of permitting Mr. Trotter to violate the act 
of parliament. In that case there would be 
no difficulty as to the proof—what the result 
would be it was difheult to state—perhaps 
there might be no difficulty as to the 10,0001. 
or in short any distinct charge ; but when 
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ject of the prosecution to enter into a part 
of the subject only, but into the whole, it 


~ must be evident that a proceeding in a court 


of law could not embrace the question at 
large. He thought the principal part of the 
sarge would be the participation of lord 
Melville in the profits of Mr. Trotter. On 
that subject considerable difficulty must ne- 
cessarily occur in a court of law. All the 
difficulties were entirely got rid of by an 
impeachment. There would be no eimbar- 
Fassment as to form. The articles of im- 
peachment might be framed more loosely 
than an information. In the course of a 
parliamentary impeachment every thing 
would be probed to the very bottom, and 
there would be time to examine into every 
part of the subject. The proceeding by im- 
peachment might be injurious to lord Mel- 
ville, but it would only be injurious to him 
where it ought. It would be injurious to 
him where he was guilty, and advantageous 
to him where he was innocent. For all these 
reasons, he thought it a more eligible pro- 
ceeding, as it would afford a more ample 
opportunity of discussing the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth—There 
was another consideration. Reports had 
been spread amongst all ranks with a degree 
of industry perfectly new. Papers had been 
dispersed from one end of the kingdom to 
the other. Prejudices had taken possession 
of the minds of the people of all descrip- 
tions ; it was generally supposed that the 
country had been defrauded by lord Melville 
and Mr. Trotter of millions; that seamen 
had been defrauded of their wages; and 
that the public taxes had increased in conse- 
quence of their peculations. When he look- 
ed tothe addresses which had been moved 
in every part of the country, he found 
abundant reason for thinking that they pro- 
ceeded on the principle of the public having 
been grossly defrauded by lord Melville and 
Mr. Trotter. Now, he would beg leave to 
ask, whether the noble lord could be safe 
against the effect of these prejudices? If 
he was tried upon a criminal information, 
éould justice be expected ?. Who were the 
persons by whom he would be tried? They 
were the tradesmen and shopkeepers of 
Westminster, doubtless very respectable cha- 
racters, but men who wouill find great dif- 
ficulty’in getting over the prejudices excited 
in their minds in the short and narrow com- 
pass of atrial ina court qf law. As far as 
he could collect the sense of the house when 


the question was agitated before, he flatier-. 


ed himself he should have the opinion of a 


have presumed to have come forward with a 
proposition to cancel or alter a resolution of 
the house, if that resolution had been en. 
tered into after an ample discussion ; "if the 
whole of the subject had been adverted to, 
nothing should have induced him to haye 
disturbed the decision. But how did the 
question stand? The principal question was 
not as to the particular mode by which the 
prosecution should be carried on, but whe. 
ther there should be any criminal prosecu.. 
tion ; and although the mode recommended 
by the amendment might have occurred to- 
some, yet he would venture to say the gene. 
rality of the house did not advert to it. He 
would ask those who voted against the im. 
eachment, whether they had considered 
the comparative merits of the two prosecu- 
tions? Were they apprised of’ the long 
usage of parliament ? ‘That there had been 
no one instance of a proceeding otherwise 
than by impeachment, exceptin the solitary 
case of lord Halifax? If they had not so: 
considered the question, he would ask them, 
whether, upon one hasty determination, 
they would wish it to be final, and that too 
when it was to have all the effect and autho- 
rity of a precedent, and establish the prac- 
tice for ever? It might be said, how could 
those who had voted agaitst an impeach- 
ment, now vote for it? This, as an argu- 
ment ad hominem might be attended to: if 
the party accused was only to be considered, 
there might be some ground for such an ar- 
'gument; but there was a third party whose 
interests were concerned—the public, and 
the whole body of the peerage. He agreed 
that a resolution once adopted, onght net to 
be rescinded lightly ; but in this instance he 
had the example of the house for what hs 
‘proposed. On a former night, afier a reso- 
lution had passed for a criminal prosecution, 
it was proposed to rescind that resolution, in 
order to substitute another fora criminal pro- 
| secution, He would ask, whether a more 
' adequate cause could be assigned for rescind+ 
, ing a resolution, than that it had been adopt- 
‘ed without the due consideration of the 


house, and when four-fifths of the house 


wished to substitute another? He hoped it 
, was consistent with every view of substan- 
jtial justice and the dignity of the house, 
to correct an error, rather than persevere in 
it. In bringing forward the question, he 
had discharged his duty : he had no personal 
‘acquaintance with lord Melville ; he hardly 
knew, any of his relatives; he had bat one 
interest, justice to the party and tothe pub- 
lic, and that the guilt or innocence of the 


great majority in his favour. He should not, accused night be manifested according tq 
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the established rules of parliament.. Actu- 


‘ gted by no other motives than those he had 


expressed, he should leave the question to 
be disposed of as the house should think fit. 


"The hon. and learned gent. then moved, 


« That the house proceed by impeachment 


. against Henry lord viscount Melville for the 


several offences which appear, from the said 
reports, to have been committed by the said 


Henry lord viscount Melville ; and that the 


attorney general be directed to stay proceed- 
ings in the prosecution which he was direct- 
ed by an order of this house, 13th June, to 


jnstitute against him.” 


Sir Rolert Buxton rose to second the mo- 
tion. He regretted that an impeachment 


. had not been-resorted to in the first instance. 


He confessed that when he read the tenth 
report he thought lord Melville ought to be 
impeached, and he was sorry the hon. gent. 
opposite (Mr. Whitbread) had.not moved 
that measure in the first instance. He con- 


-curred in the first resolutions because he 
_ thought Jord Melville deserved punishment 


for what appeared in the tenth report. He 
was afterwards one of those who voted for a 
If consistency was the principal 
thing to be looked to, why was that departed 


' from? He voted for a civil suit, considering 


the censure of the house a criminal punish- 
ment. Here the hon. baronet read a passage 


' fromBlackstone,where the propriety of peers 
_ being judged by their peers, is insisted on 


from their being obnoxious to popular odi- 
um, and therefore likely to suffer by the 
prejudices of juries ; and from its being an 


* essential principle of the constitution, that 
" every man should be tried by,his peers. If 


ever there was a case in which the public 
was strongly prejudiced it was this. He 
‘liked that the public jealousy should be 
reused when there was reason to think the 
public money had been embezzled or abus- 
ed. But he thoupht it right that the persons 
accused of this crime, should have that 


' fair trial which was the right of every 


subject whatever was charged against him. 
On these grounds he preferred impeach- 
ment. 

Mr. Bond said, he offered himself thus 
early to the attention of the house, because 


his hon. and learned friend had impeached the 


resolution which he had the honour of pro- 
osing. Whatever weakness there might 
have been in the arguments he had offered 


_ to the house in support of that resolution, or 

_ in his mode of urging those arguments, there 

. Was now at least one irresistible argument 

__ for adhering to the proceeding recommended 


by him—that it was a resolution of the honse, 
He could easily give credit to his hon. friend 
for the best motives; but with every respect 
for him, he was ‘at a loss to conceive what 
could be the particular motives that induced 
his hon. friend to bring forward this motion, 
after the substance of it had been‘ decided 
upon byas large a meeting as wasever remem- 
bered, and after his hon. friend had himself 
voted against it ; for it could not be denied, 
that it was in the power of his hon. friend, 
and those with whom he had. voted that 
night, to force the impeachment if they had 
wished it. It was therefore matter of sur- 
prise that any of them should come forward — 
to impeach a deliberate proceeding of the 
house, and to substitute for it ene which 
they themselves had decidedly oppesed. Fie 
did not venture to prepose the resolution for 
a criminal proceeding till he had, on the. 
fullest deliberation, convinced himself that 
it was the best adapted to the case. Every 
consideration he had been able to give the 
subject since, and every thing he had heard 
in conversation upon it, confirmed, him ia 
that opinion ; yet he could give the fullest 
assurance, that if the house had preferred 
impeachment, he, with all that conviction 
of the propriety of @ criminal prosecution, 
would think that the resolution for an im- 
peachment ought to be adhered to. He 
would now give some reasons why he pre- 
ferred a criminal prosecution to an impeach- 
ment. And first, he conceived it a clear 
principle of parliamentary law, that the 
house was at liberty to proceed either by 
criminal information or by impeachment, as 
it saw reason to prefer the one or the other. 
No statute interposed to prevent it, there 
was no analogy arising from the common 
law, no deduction from any legal principles 
to render it improper. He therefore con- 
sidered both as completely open, and held 
himself at libezty to direct his mind to. the 
investigation of which was to be preferred. 
He admitted, there had been no instance of 
a criminal proceeding against a peer, but that 
of lord Halifax, and therefore his hon. 
friend had, it was true, but a solitary case to 
argue against.. But he would ask, whether 
there was any thing wrong in that case? 
Was there any privilege of the- peers -vio- 
lated? The peers were awak: then to 
guard their privileges if they thought them 
trenched upon, but that never occurred to 
them. there now any violation of 
privilege > Did even the noble lord himse}f 
make any such objection? Tuaere was no- 
thing of the kind in the procee ings aliuded 
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to.as they were entered on the journals. It 


_ cumstances of the case. The usage proved 


_ and efficacious. proceedings of a court of cri- 


_ fora jury, when the subject came within 


' could wish to exist. Impeachment was the 
- or of its colonies, where men were charged 


‘it was impossible that common juries could 
be fit. arbitrators of such important cases. 


sed by a jury? His dearned friend said, it 


i 


participated in the profits of Mr, Trotter. 


-counts. He allowed ’that would be a matter 
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appeared that there was merely some difficul- 
ty of form arising out of the peculiar cir- 


that parliament generally preferred impeach- 
“ment, but it did not shew that there was 
any thing improper in a proceeding by cri- 
minal prosecution. The usage did not prove 
that this proceeding ‘contravened any princi- 
ple of law. The grounds on which he pro- 
posed a criminal prosecution, were some of 
them of greater, some of less importance. 
He proposed it because the prompt, vigorous, 


Minal justice, were infinitely superior to 
the cumbrous, slow, and harassing process 
of impeachment. He was ready to allow 
that there were many cases in which im- 
peachment would afford a remedy when no 
other course would. But he would not he- 
sitate to say, that wherever the case was fit 


their grasp, he would prefer a trial by j 
to the more tedious harassing 
impeachment. All who knew any thing of 
impeachment, knew the various steps that it 
allowed to be taken in vexation of the person 
under prosecution. A greater lapse of time 
would be’ necessary before we could arrive 
at impeachment ; for though the criminal 
prosecution could not be put in train before 
the term in the end of the year, an impeach- 
ment could not possibly be prepared before 
the next session. Then it would be to be 
considered whether it could be immediately 
proceeded on, consistently with the public 
usiness, or whether the public business 
should give way toit. This would give rise 
to various discussions, involving the indivi- 
dual and raising a ferment most disagreeable 
and injurious to him, a thing which nobody 


mode of trial proper to be resorted to in 
casés respecting the government of the state, 


with ‘crimes involving apennce or tyranny, 
‘and the great question of peace or war; for 


‘But 


was this one of those great and com- 

j-cases that could not be comprehend- 
would be y to gu into Trotter's ac- 
cof difficulty, if it was necessary. But, in 
jhis‘mind, it would: not be necessary to es- 
4imate, in pounds, shillings, and pence, the 
@egree in which Jord Melville may have 


‘ 


Was this case a great state affair, which jt 
was necessary to call in the peers to form 4 
judgment upon ? Did the defence of the tio. 
ble lord make it a matter of state, when he 
said he would give no account of the manner 
in which he had applied the large sums up. 
accounted for? In his opinion, instead of 
making it a matter of state, that declaration 
made it more fit for criminal prosecution, 
The hon. gent. had said, that shopkeepers 
were not fit * tae to pronounce ona case of 
this kind. The persons who would compose 
the jury would not be of that description, 
This would not be a common jury casz ;it 
would be atrial at bar before four judges, at 
the head of whom was a peer of parliament 
capable of canoe the consideration of 
such circumstances of state as the case 

involve. The jury would be in the nature 
of a special jury composed of the gentlemen 
of the county, and if the members of that 
house were adequate to form a judgment on 
the case, he did not see why those gentle. 
men were not equally qualified; notwith- 
standing any matter circulated to the pre- 
judice of lord Melville, he would not allow 
that any misrepresentation or calumny thus 
spread abroad, could make such an impres- 
sion on a jury so constituted, and before 
judges of such a character, as that they could 


not form a tribunal perfectly competent, and. 


capable of a full and fair investigation, ané 
a correct decision. 
10,0001. were carried back as far as it could 


probably be, it could not be placed before the: 


act of parliament. Could his hon. friend 
say, after the salary had been increased, 
there was nd impropriety in this conversion? 
He trusted that would not be argued before 
an English jury and a court so constituted as 
the court of king’s bench. The jury would 
have to pronounce simply, whether lord 
Melville was guilty or innocent, If the trial 
should reach that stage, he trusted he would 
have credit for wishing, as much as any friend 
of lord Melville, that the verdict may bea 
verdit of acquittal. If the trial should reach 
that stage, much would rest with the judge; 
and would not the judge, in that case, take 
into consideration every thing that could 
alleviate: he would not say he would take 
into consideration the merits of his former 
services, but he would take into his view 
every consideration of state, and allow every 
alleviation flowing from these considerations. 
He considered a criminal prosecution as 4 
mode of proceeding much more lenient, 
as more likely to suffer the acéused to escape 
if guilty; on the humane priaiciples of 
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hon. and learned friend. 


common law, which supposes every man in- 
nocent till he is proved guilty, and therefore 
Jenient in submitting his case to a fair and 
expeditious trial. Every man knew that 
equal law was the first principle of justice in 
this country. ‘The best mode of proceeding 
was to be decided on a comparison of the 


circumstances of the existing case, with the 


remedies each mode of proceeding afforded. 
On this comparison a criminal prosecution 
was, in his mind, the best in the present 
jnstance. It was the best from the consi- 
deration due to the state of the party, and 
from the nature of the complaint. The 
excuses that could be offered would have all 


"due weight in apportioning the judgment, if 


aconviction should take place. On all these 
considerations, his mind was still unchanged 
from the determination it had taken on the 
former night. But this was the least part 
of the question. The greatest and most 
material consideration was, whether a re- 
solution deliberately agreed upon by a great 
majority of the house, in the fullest meeting 
ever known, was to be rescinded on a notice 
of twenty-four hours. On this ground par- 
ticularly he called on parliament to assert its 
character, to take care not to exhibit the 
miserable spectacle of changing inconside- 
ately its most deliberative resolutions, and 
to leave it in the power of any one to over- 


- ‘turn the most solemn decisions on a notice of 


‘twenty-four hours, 

Mr. Leycester, in explanation, said he 
had not argued that the proceeding by 
criminal information was unconstitutional ; 
but that the mode of impeachment was 
more consistent with our parliamentary 


‘proceedings. 


Mr. Bond said he had not attributed to 
his hon. and learned friend any such doc- 
trine, but had answered the vague ideas of 
others. 

The Solicitor-General observed, that the 


‘right hon. and learned gent. had expressed 


his surprise that his learned friend could 


‘have brought his hon. mind to entertain 


such a proposition as that he had submit- 
ted to the house. If any shame belonged 
to the opinion, he was sorry for it, because 
he was equa'ly liable to a share in it from 
entertaining the same. opinion with his 
If the motion of 
his hon. and learned friend went to rescind 


‘aresolution which the house had deliberately 


and directly come to, he should agree with 
the argument of the right hon. gent., that 
it ought not to be rescinded; but he could 


Vou. V. 
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upon which the motion of his learned friend 
had been opposed. He detain should the © 
house but very shortly, for reasons which 
he should state on the question, whether 
the impeachment or the prosecution by cri- 
minal information was the most desirable ; 
because, so far as he could ascertain, a 
great majority of the house appeared to 
have declared in favour of the impeach- 
ment. It had been urged that the conduct 
of lord Melville had been defended as not 
being a violation of law, and that the 
learned gent. on the bench below him (the 
master of the rolls) had so argued. But 
that had not been the case ; neither that 
right hon, and learned -gent., nor any 


‘other lawyer, taking the resolutions of the 


house of commons for granted, could dény 
that the application of public money to 
purposes of private profit was a violation 
of the law. It was a different question 
how far the lodging the money at private 
banker’s for navy services only was or was’ 
not a breach of law. It had been assigned 
by his learned friend as a reason for pre- 
ferring the impeachment, that the period 
of the advance of 10,0001. not being known, 
the investigation of that fact migh¢ create 
embarrassments in the prosecution in the 
king’s bench, and the right hon. and learn- 
ed gent. contended, that no man could 
deny thatthat was a breach of law, since 
the advance had been made after the resolu- 
tions of the house in 1782. He should 
not discuss that question now, ‘but would 
rather refer it for examination to a trial 
by impeachment than in a court of law. 
As to the question now before them, he 
should make but a few observations upon it. 
The majority had declared in favour of an 
impeachinent, and it was only by a form 
that the other mode of proceeding had 
been superinduced. The impeachment had 
been first moved by the hon. gent. oppo- 
site (Mr. Whitbread), on which the amend- 
ment was proposed by the right hon. and 
learned gent. for a criminal prosecution by 
the dttorney-general. The forms of the 
house required the question to be put, that 
the words proposed to be jeft out remain 
part of the motion. All who preferred 
the impeachment of course voted in the 
affirmative, which amounted to a direct 
judgment on their part in favour of the 
impeachment. The number was 195, who 
finding themselves driven out of the im- 
peachment, and thinking that the criminal 
prosecution by the attorney-general was bet- 


‘not help expressing his surprise at the grounds | ter — none at all, voted for the amend- 
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ment with those who preferred the pro- 
secution by information. The number that 
voted for this question was 238, from 
which deducting the 195 who had pre- 
ferred the impeachment, there were but 
48 who preferred the prosecution by infor- 
mation. Still he admitted that the im- 
eachment had been, in fcrm, negatived. 
ere were many questions on which the 
sense of the house was collected, but this, 


‘whether the impeachment or the prosecu- | 


tion by information was preferable, had 
never been directly submitted to the con- 
sideration of the house. He allowed that 
the house had decided, that some criminal 
prosecution should take place, though it 
never had determined which was to be 
preferred. The form alone stood in their 
way. The right hon. and learned gent. had 
argued that it would be a proof of waver- 
ing and vacillation in their decisons, if they 
were to rescinda resolution that had been 
passed in so full a house, on the 13th of 
June. If the majority of that full house 
‘had decided on the question, which mode 
of procecution was to be preferred, he 
should yield to the pressure’ of such an 
argument ; but no such decision had yet 
been made. If they were to take a retro- 
spect of the proceeding, and to go back to 
circumstances of the discussion, it would 
appear that the majority of those who had 
- delivered any opinion on the subject, had 
preferred the impeachment, for which rea- 
son he should vote for the motion of his 
learned friend. 

Mr. Bankes said, that before he should 
come to discuss the question of impeach- 
ment, he should first submit to the chair 
such ideas as occurred to hirh on the point 
of proceeding, and as to whether the 
thouse was now in the proper line. He 
always understood it a matter of parlia- 
mentary order that two different proceedings 
‘on the same subject, and contrary to each 
ether, could not be entertained at the 
same time. This he always understood to 
be the general rule; and therciore he 
thought, in the present ease, the house could 
not come to the adoption of anew proceeding, 
nor ‘entertain a question upon it, until it 
had fully disposed of the first. On a full 
view of the question, in one of the fullest 
assemblies of members that had ever met 
within those walls, and one of the fullest 
discussions that ever took place, the house 
had decided to suspend a civil prosecu- 
tion in order to adopt a criminal one ; and 


|peachment, ¢ontrary to so recent and go. 
lemn a decision. He begged, therefore, 
to appeal to the chair, whether it was 
consistent with parliamentary usage to ep, 
tertain at the same time two opposite pro. 
ceedings on the same subject. 


been made to him, feit it to be his duty to 
state to the house that from the manner ip 
which the motion was framed it consisted of 
two parts, the latter part of which went 
to do away the resolutions of the house on 
3 former occasion. Those parts of the 
motion might undoubtedly be separated, ag 
was often the practice, if it should be the 
| pleasure of any hon. gent. to make a mo. 
tion to that effect ; but unquestionably un. 
til such motion should be made, it would 
be his duty to put the question on the 
motion as it had been originally proposed, 
Mr. Bankes resumed, and declared his 
own opinion, founded upon all the expe- 
rience and observation of which he was 
master, that two different criminal pro- 
ceedings against the same individual, upon 
one and the same subject, could not, con- 
sistently with legal justice, or parliamentary 
order, be carried on at the same time. The 
house had already, after the most solemn 
deliberation, and fullest discussion, in one 
of the fullest meetings ever witnessed, 
come to asolemn decision upon this subject 
and now, upon the short notice of twenty- 
four hours, or rather surprise, the house 
was calied upon to rescind that decision, 
and to adopt the mode of proceeding which 
it had already rejected. He could not have 
conceived it possible, that the hon, and 
learned gent. who brought forward this mo- 
tion, could reconcile to his own hon. feel- 
ing such a proceeding as, after what had 
already passed, at this late period of the 
session, and after half the members had 
left town on their private concerns, to bring 
forward a motion of this nature at twenty- 
four hours notice. Ifthe house could suffer 
itself to be induced to adopt such a mo- 
tion, he should not be at all surprised if, in 
twenty-four hours more, it should be again 
called on to rescind that motion also, and to 
abandon the proceedings against the noble 
lord altogether, He had understood, from 
rumours out of doors, and some hints drop- 
ped within, that some attempt would be 
made, from another house of parliament, 
torevise the proceedings against the noble 
lord ; and that something in the nature of 
a conference would be solicited with that 


it was - proposed to procecd by im- 
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house, touching some of the hereditary 


The Speaker, from the appeal that had 
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vileges of the peerage being involved in 
the proceedings of the house -against lord 
Melville. But without any previous inti- 
mation of any ground whatever, save the 
short intimation yesterday, for the house 
to be called upon to rescind its solemn de- 
cision, founded upon so many successive 
discussions upon the conduct of the noble 
Jord, was the most indecent attempt he had 
ever heard of. What, he would ask, would 
the people of England say of such a pro- 
ceeding, if the house should be induced to 
adopt it ? What soit of respect or estima- 
tion would the people of England attach to 
a parliament thus wavering and capricious 
in its decisions? What opinion would the 
world form of its wisdom? Besides, it be- 
hoved the house to look with a jealous 
eye to the quarier whence the proposal 
came, and see how far the pure ends of 
justice were actually the motives of those 
who urged it forward. The hon. and 
learned member who spoke last, and was 
now so warm an advocate for impeach- 
ment, had ever until now spoke and voted 
against any resolution the house had adopt- 
ed, either for the censure or crimination 
of the noble lord, and had this night justi- 
fied his aversion both to impeachment and 
criminal process, upon the ground that the 
censure of the house was sufficient punish- 
ment. But did nothing new against the 
noble Jord come out in the subsequent 
proceedings? Were there no new facts 
brought to light in evidence before the 
slect committee? Did no new instances 
of criminality and aggravation come out 
even in that house ? Let the house look a 
little at the conduct of the hon. gent. who 
was this night so urgent for impeachment ? 
Did not he, and those who acted with him, 
uniformly oppose every proposal, from 
the beginning, for enquiry into the misap- 
plication of public money, and the crimi- 
nal conduct of the noble lord? Did they 
then propose impeachment for the pure ends 
of substantial justice? Did they not say, 
the first resolution of the house on this 
subject was quite enough? and did they 
not assert that it was unjust and cruel to 
proceed further? The case stood just the 
same, and what said they now ? Why, that 
criminal prosecution was not the way to ob- 
tain substantial justice, and that, by im- 
peachment, the guilt of the noble lord, if 
supported, would be more amply punished. 
But when he reflected on the principles of 
ation, which had heretofore guided the 


hoy, and learned gent. on this subject, he 


was not disposed to quit his path to follow 


him into new and intricate ways. He had 
no wish to violate the privileges of the peer- 
age, but he was not afraid of any of those 
impediments to justice, in the court of 
king’s bench, that were not likely to occur 
before the higher tribunal. He had no fault 
to find with the mode of administering cri- 
minal justice in the courts of this country ; 
and if the noble lord should be acquitted by 
a jury in his majesty’s court of king’s bench, 
his former friends and acquaintance might as 
fairly consider his character vindicated, and 
his innocence proved, as if his acquittal 
should take place before the house of lords. 
But as to the proceeding by impeachment, 
the only instance at which the house was 
enabled to look within its own time (the 
trial of Mr. Hastings), presented no very 
favourable expectation that such a mode was 
best calculated to promote speedy and cer- 
tain justice, or encourage him to prefer that 
mode of proceeding, while there was ano- 
ther tribunal in the country which present- 
ed, in his mind, a more fair and effectual 
road to justice. Upon the journals of par- 
liament there was but that one solitary case 
in which impeachment had been followed 
up to any effectual issue; in every other 
case, parliament had failed on this head, and 
abandoned the proceedings from some cause 


or other. It was said against the trial by 
‘jury, that popular prejudices had been ex- 
' cited by clamour without doors : he admit- 
ted, and lamented the fact ; but upon such 
subjects popular clamour was too closely 
connected with the liberty of the country to 
be effectually restrained. Lord Melville, 
' however, was not the only delinquent ex- 
posed to such a misfortune; and it should 
be remembered, that if he was open to such 
inconveniencie, he had the valuable privi- 
lege of challenging the pannel, which every 
prisoner enjoys upon his trial; or of putting 
off that trial on account of the ferment ex- 
isting in the public mind, as has happened 
in a thousand instances, upon all trials where 
challenges are made against jurors, either as 
supposed to be favourable to the prisoner, 
or who may have uttered opinions unfavour- 
able tohim. In the other case, those per- 
sons who are the friends and intimates of 
Lord Melville, may be the persons to sit in 
judgment upon him ; while his political ene- 
mies, if any such he had, cannot be pre- 
vented from delivering their verdicts against 
him, without any power of challenge on 
either side ; and therefore he thought the 
proceeding in the king’s bench the most 
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_ likely to lead to speedy and impartis! justice. 
But what opinion could the house torm of 
the motives and principles of those who first 
vote against impeachment, then against pro- 
ceeding by criminal prosecution, and now 
again come forward, and strenuously cry out 
for impeachment? ‘Would the house sup- 

ose they were actuated by any wish for 
justice, or that they had any other mvtive 
than, some how or other, to attain their 
original object of screening the noble Jord 
from any degree of punishment? If the 
house were induced io abandon their own 
decision, to adopt the mode now proposed, 
another occurrence might take place, which 
would effectually be a bar to justice, in the 
way of impeachisent, but which would not 
be jikely to have such effect on proceedings 
in a court of criminal justice, He, there- 
fore, earnestly eonjured the house not to 
resciud its own solemn decision, to adept a 
propositson thus attempted by surprise, of 
which the house not only had not any timely 
intimation, but was completely thrown otf 
its guard four days since by the right hon. 
and learned gent. opposite to him (the attor- 
ney general) coming down to the house, and 
claiming instructions how to proceed; a 
question rather extraordinary, as coming 
from that learned gent. to the house as his 
clients ; as it must be presumed his protes- 
sional knowledge was sufficient to direct 
him in shaping an information upon the me- 
rits of the case laid before him. No in- 
stance of such conduct was to be found on 
the journals of parliament. ‘The proposi- 
tion, therefore, as it now came forward, 
was obviously a trick upon the house. In 
the absence of above half the members who 
voted for the measure, it was now proposed 
to rescind it, and no doubt those members 
would have attended in their places, had 
they had any idea of such a proposition 
coming forward. If the house was to coun- 
tenance such a procedure, and create such a 
precedent, it was impossible to say re- 
solutions might not be rescinded in a similar 
way. 
Mr. Leycester stated, that when his learn- 
ed friend had given notice of his motion, 
the right hon gent. below him (the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer) had intimated that 
the question as to the mode of prosecution 
would then be brought under consideration, 
and that alone without any other motive 
would have warranted his motion. 

Mr. Bankes admitted the intimation ot 
the chancellor of the exchequer, but ap- 


pealed to therecollection of the house, whe- 


ther that had been censidered as a notices 
ind if it had been a notice, why had the 
hon. and learned gent. thought it necessary 
io renew it the, preceding day ? 

Lord Henry Petty, having been one of 
‘those who had felt it their duty to vote for 
the impeachment in the first instance, and 
afterwards for the prosecution by criminal 
information on the former occasion, felt jt 
equally lis duty now to give a decided nega. 
tive to the motion. If he could assent te 
the arguments that had been. used by the 
learned gent. opposite (the solicitor general), 
that they were now for the first time to de. 
cide upon the question, whether an im 
peachment or a criminal prosecution by the 
attorney general were more desirable, he 
should vote for the impeachment. This, 
however, was not the case, and he begged 
to remind the house, that this motion wag 
brought forward in consequence of a notice, 
which appeared onlythe preceding day on the 
books, the object of which was to do away 
a resolution that had been adopted by the 
house after a consideration of two months, 
and a discussion of two days previous to the 
decision upon it. ‘This resolution had been. 
adopted with every circumstance of the most 
formal solemnity of the proceedings of that 
house, with such peculiar circumstances of 
solemnity, as had atiracted the attendance of 
the greatest number of members perhaps 
ever known, and fixed their attentiou to the 
discussion of the subject. These were the 
circumstances under which the resolution 
had been adepted, and that was the decision 
which the learned member now stated. not 
to have been deliberately formed. He had: 
with his feeble talents_supported the motion 
for the impeachment, which had been urged 
with the whole weight of the talents and 
eloquence of his hon. friends near him, and 
yet the learned gent. had said, that the 
question relating to rhe mode of prosecu 
tion had not been that day discussed. He 
did not thiuk the learned gent. stated this 
for the purpose of misleading the house, 
but certainly he could not think that the 
genuemen opposite were ignorant of the 
question then under discussion, when he, 4 
young and inexperienced member of the 
house, was perfectly aware of it. But 
there was another proof that they could not 
be ignorant of it. Had they not a warning 
concerning the vote they were about to give? 
Did not his hon. friend (Mr. Sheridan) call 
upon the right hon. the chancellor of the 
exchequer to consider what might be the ef- 
fect of the vote he was to give ; that it might 
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Jead to a consequence he did not wish ? was 
not this hefore the right hon. gent. had spo- 
ken? Had he spoken after? No: and yet 
he ought to have stated his reasons for. hav- 
ing pursued the line which he followed.— 
The amendment had been to expunge the 
words of the original motion for the im- 
peachment, and those who wished that no 
criminal prosecution should take place, vot- 
ed against the original motion with a view 
toget rid of buh; and after the lapse of a 
fortnight, when from the state of the house 
it did not appear that the members present 
were half the members that had voted on 
that question, a motion was brought forward 
for rescinding it. He had voted originally 
for the impeachment as the most constitu- 
tional mode of proceeding, and on giving 
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adhere to the form and not to the sense of 
the house, they should decide against what 
was the opinion of a majority of near five 
hundred members. ‘This motion was not to 
rescind a resolution of the house, so much 
as to carry into effect the sense of the vast 
majority of the members. By adopting the 
impeachment, they should get rid of the 
embarrassments that would attend the other 
course.” They all knew the ferment that 
existed, the mistakes and misrepresentations 
that had taken place, and if the trial by im- 
peachment would not be so expeditious as 
that in the king’s bench, was it not desirable 
that the trial should be put off till the fer- 
ment should be allayed ? If the hon. gent. 
would consent to prosecute on the evidence 


and not to incluce the charge of participa- 


his vote’ fur the prosecution by the attorney- | tion, which would involve the investigation 
general, he had not been influenced by any | of accounts, the matter might go to a jury. 
preference for it, but by a consideration that | Any lawyer would admit that if any other 


beneficial advantages might result from it to | 


the public. He trusted, therefore, that the 
house would adhere to its decision, and that 
the decision of this year would hereafter be 
considered as a precedent. 

Sir Willem Burroughs declared, that if 
the motion were to rescind a solemn resolu- 
tion of the house, he should be the first to 
oppose it. In rising to support the motion 
of his learned friend, he supported what 
was the deliberate sense of the majority of 
that house. He asked the gent. opposite, 
and the noble lord, whether the resolution 
had been concurred in by the majority of 
the house? He appealed to the only evi- 
dence they could have, except the votes of 
the house, whether every gent. who spoke 
on the opposite side, had not preferred the 
impeachinent ; he appealed to the chair and 
tothe house, whether every gent. who had 
spoken on his side of the house, had not ex- 
pressed a preference for the impeachment, 
if they were to choose ? Had not the noble 
lord, who had so much distinguished him- 
self by his talents, pronounced a most elo- 
quent speech in support cf impeachment, 


and had that speech yet been answered ? 


could the noble lord, with all his ingenuity, 
answer it himself? The noble lord had 
stated, consistently, that he still preferred 
the impeachment. In the whole records of 
patliament there was but one instance of a 
prosecution by the attorney general against a 
peer, and was that an argument for adhering 
toa resolution, he might say, inadvertently 
taken, when such resolution was contrary te 
the practice of parliament from the earliest 


periods of its history? If they were to 


mode of trial could be discovered, it would 
be preferable to that by jury, if the jury 
was to be adjourned, which must be the case 
if complicated accounts were to be submit- 
ted to their consideration. Impeachment 
was more consistent with the dignity of the 
house, and with the rank and station of the 
delinquent. He called on the house to fol- 
low the sense of the majority, and adopt a 
course which, if they had come to the dis- 
cussion unentangled by forms, they would 
have adopted, that which was the sense of 
400 members, in opposition to 43. 

Mr. Charles Wynne rose and spoke as 


' follows :—It is with feelings of the deepest. 
, regret that I rise to express my difference in 
opinion upon this very important subject 
from all those with whom I am connected ; 
from those with whom it has hitherto al- 
ways been my pleasure and pride to act; 
from those who so much to their own credit 
and to the satisfaction of the whole country, 
have carried forward this great and mo- 
mentous enquiry to the stage in which we 
now find it. I feel deep regret for the situa- 
tion in which the house is placed, called 
upon either to rescind a determination the 
most solemn, agreed to in perhaps the fullest 
house that can be remembered for many 
years, to rescind it in a comparatively thin 
house, upon a notice of twenty-four hours, 
or to persist in a course which I cannot con- 


sider but as wrong, equally detrimental to . 


the accused individual, and to the public 
who are the prosecutors. Between these 
difficulties are we placed, and it does not 


concur with those whose inconsistence in 


lessen my regret to find myself obliged to 
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voting contrary to what they have now de- ‘sible to have tried that case by an ordin i 
clared to have been their opinion has soplaced jury? We might as well object to the trigl 


us.—It may be asked, why entertaining the 
objections to the mode of proceeding by in- 
formation which I do, I voted for. it: on a 
former night? I certainly gave that vote 
with more reluctance and more completely 
on compulsion than any which I have given 
since I sat in this house; but I am satisfied 
that I did right, and upon a similar occasion 
should again give a similar vote: for great 
as are the evils of a proceeding by informa- 
tion, the evils of no proceeding at ail are 


by jury in all future cases, because Hardy's 
trial lasted six days, as to the trial by im. 
peachment because Mr. Hasting’s lasted se. 
ven years, when in no former instance hag 
any incenvenient delay taken place. But ip 
the present instance I do not scruple to say, 
that it is probable that a greater delay would 
intervene before the proceeding by informa. 
tion could be brought to a conclusion than 
that by impeachment. The term is noy 
nearly concluded, and the information not 


still greater.—I object to the precedent of a_ yet filed ; with the utmost dispatch therefore 
proceeding by information, as being equally that can be used it cannot be expected to 
unjust to the public and to the person ac-| be brought to trial before the month of 


cused. It must. be carried on by the at- 
torney general, an officer appointed at the 
pleasure of the administration, over whom, 
from the moment we have directed the 
prosecution we lose ali controul whatever ; 
to the crown, and to the crown only is he 
responsible ; it has already been determined 
that a pardon is not pleadable to a_parlia- 
mentary inipeachment ; but what is to pre- 
serve us from the attorney general’s being 
directed at any time to enter a nolle prosequi 
which would completely stop the proceed- 
ings now pending ? Will gentiemen think 
after what we have seen, that in the present 
case such directions: are wholly impossible ? 
For the house of commons directing an in- 
formation to be filed by the attorney general 
in a case of similar magnitude with the 
present, there is but one precedent, that of 
Jord Halifax, and that certainly a most 
inauspicious one. At that period, the 


| February next, or, that in case of convic. 
tion, sentence could be passed before the 
month of May.—I prefer the trial by im. 
peachment, because it is infinitely more so- 
lemn, more suitable to the dignity both of 
the accusers and the accused; because it 
will bring him before a court composed of 
persons above all prejudice, capable of duly 
appreciating the importance of this case, 
and of every thing which tends either to 
aggravate or to alleviate the offence. But, 
says my learned friend, who originally re. 
commended the proceeding by information 
(Mr. Bond), lord Melville will be tried, 
not by a common jury, but by a special 
jury, composed of country gentlemen, of 
such men as sit in this house. Had such 
an idea come from any other member | 
' should not have been surprised, but that it 
we proceed from my learned friend, 
| who has seen what is the composition of 


two houses were in a state of the utmost the special juries of Middlesex, that he 
hostility, particularly upon the subject of | should talk of the tradesmen of Bond-street 
impeachment, and at such a period only and the Strand as country gentlemen does, 
could such a measure be justified, and yet I confess, astonish me.—For the trial by 
what was then the issue of it? Lord Halifax jury I have as high a respect as any man; 


escaped by a technical flaw in the informa- 
tion; a flaw which could not have vitiated 
articles of impeachment, and which it is 
not ‘impossible was designedly introduced. 
It has been urged, that this proceeding is 
preferable to impeachment, as being less 
‘dilatory and less expensive, and to prove 
this, the example of Mr. Hastings’s impeach- 
ment is quoted. But that was a case per- 
fectly anomalous from all others: an ac- 
cusation comprehending the whole of the 
government of India for so many years. 
The number of witnesses which it was ne- 
cessary to call, entailed a delay which could 
not in any other instance have taken place. 
But, is this only referable to the proceeding 
by impeachment? Would it have been pos- 


_but there are cases to which it is wholly 
inapplicable, and this appears to me to be 
one of them. With the degree of popular 
ferment which always will exist, and which 
I am not afraid to say, ought to exist in a 
government so framed as ours, upon 2 
charge of peculation, brought forward by 
the house of commons against a minister, 
to send him to trial by a jury, is to send him 
to a certain conviction. But in the present 
instance, the objections are infinitely in- 
creased. Besides the dangers which I ap- 
prehend in all cases from allowing prosecu- 
tions of this kind to be conducted by the 
servant of the crown, appointed by the 
crown, removable at the will of the crown, 
bound by oath to obey such directions @. 
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he receives from the crown, I feel particular | the right hon. gent. (Mr. Pitt) to state the 
objection to entrusting my learned friend, ' reasons which induce him to think that the 
the present attorney general, with the ma-' majority of the house, though they voted 
nagement of this great and momentous in favour of this mode of proceeding, yet 
rosecution. Holding the opinion which) were decidedly of opinion against it. In 
he honourably and conscientiously does, it| the validity of those reasons, I may not . 
seems to me impossible that he should con-| much differ from him; but if we once 
duct it ina mauner satisfactory to me, or to! open a, door of this nature, particular cir- 
the majority of this house, or the public. I cumstances will be found in every case that 
know him too well; I know too well the! can be stated, and the most solemn resolu- 
high idea which he entertains of the duties | tions may be rescinded by surprise. Upon 
of his office, to believe that any thing could: this ground, wishing that the present motion 
induce him to aggravate an offence which| may be carried ina manner most decorous 
he is directed to prosecute beyond what he to this house, and most satisfactory to the 
believes to be its true colour and complexion.| public, I shall, although I do not know 
His opinion upon this subject has not been! that any gentleman will concur sufficiently 
concealed ; he has appeared as the open and, in opinion with me to second the motion, 
avowed apologist of iord Melville. He has| move, ‘ that this debate be adjourned until 
declared, that in this case he sees only legal! Monday next.’—The motion not being se- 
guilt; beyond that point therefore, he will| conded, fell to the ground. 

not, he cannot urge this offence. My opi-| Mr. &. Williams said, if he had been in 
pion upon this subject most widely differs, | the house when the first resolutions had been 
and believing the guilt of the noble person! proposed, he would have voted for them. 
accused to be of a much more heinous na-| He afterwards voted against the impeach- 
ture, I object to the trial being conducted! ment and the criminal information, as he 
by one who will understate the offence — thought the punishment had been sufficient : 
Such, sir, are the reasons which induce me} but as the house had come toa resolution in 
to concur in the object of this motion. In| favour of the latter, he should certainly vote 


many of them I have no doubt that most, 
of my friends who will to-night vote against 
it concur; but they say, that the house 
having once adopted another mode of pro- 
ceeding in preference to this, it must not 
now be changed. If this were only a ques- 
tion of convenience between two courses, 
either of which would lead to the same end, 
I should certainly feel that we ought to sub- 
mit to considerable inconvenience rather 
than infringe upon the consistency of this 
house ; but feeling as I do, that the former 
vote of this house has adopted a method of 
proceeding which is not likely to answer 
the substantial ends of justice, which may 
atany moment be stopped at the pleasure 
of the crown, which is likely to sanction 
a precedent the most dangerous, and which 
is only preferable to no proceeding at all, I 
think it allowable, nay, even necessery, that 
the house should retread its own footsteps, 
and correct the error into which it has fallen. 
Ido think, however, that this motion has 
been introduced with a very insufficient no- 
tice, and that it is most dangerous to permit 
the resolutions of this house, agreed to upon 
long consideration, to be rescinded without 
such a notice as may enable every gentleman 
to give his attendance. If this rule is not 
adhered to, the most fatal consequences are 


to be apprehended, It is not sufficient al) 


against rescinding that resolution. 

Mr. Windham spoke at some length in fa- 
vour of the resolution of the house for the 
criminal prosecution of lord Melville. He 
reviewed the arguments on both sides, and 
expressed his opinion in favour of the im- 
peachment, on the grounds which he had 
originally stated as a matter of preference, 
until the house had decided, by its vote, in 
favour of the other mode of criminal pro- 
ceeding. No person would take upon him 
to assert that to proceed against the noble 
lord in the courts of law, was illegal or un- 
constitutional. The precedents for the pros 
secution of peers were very numerous in our 
history ; and he could see no argument that 
could be made out against the present mode 
successfully grounded on the objection of - 
there being but a single case in precedent. 
He did not see that many precedents were 
necessary ; and if the law were clear, cer- 
tainly no objection could be taken to the 
mode adopted, in point of efficacy, unless 
there was a suspicion of mala fides in the 
party which was to carry on the prosecution. 
If it were said, in favour of impeachment, 
that less of technical law was requisite for car- 
rying it forward, it might, on the other hand, 
be objected, that there was, and would al- 
ways be, no common share of technical law 
employed in the defence ; so that on the 
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score of technical difficulty the difference 
between the two modes was less than might 
be supposed. With respect to other matters, 
such as the character and competency of the 
tribunal, he was rather inclined to think, 
that the learned gent. (Mr. Bond) pushed his 
approbation rather too far. He did not 
think that its fitness for cases of all sorts was 
quite so great as the learned gent. supposed ; 
still, for much of what was connected 
with the present business, it might be suf- 
ficient. In fact, the offence of which lord 
Melville was accused, might rather be said 
to be the crime of a statesman, than a state 
crime. Though he should prefer the tribu- 
nal of the house of peers to a common jury, 
there might be nothing but what a jury 
might understand and decide upon. He 
could not however but think, that a tribunal 


which was not compelled to decide at one, 


sitting, but might take its full time, would 


. be the best to try the case of the noble lord. 


In this view of the case his opinion was de- 
cidedly for the house of lords. There was 


- more dignity in that mode for all parties ; 


and besides, though he meant no disrespect 
to the attorney-general, yet, individually con- 
sidered, he cculd not think him the most 
proper person to conduct such a transaction. 
He was very ready to admit all that had been 
said in praise of that learned gent.; but 
when it was said of him, that notwithstand- 
ing his own opinion, he would conduct the 
business just as well and as conformably to 
the wishes of the house, as if his opinion 
had been the other way, he could not help 
thinking that it was rather equivocal praise. 
The learned gent. certainly knew his own 
profession best, but to him it seemed an odd 
commendation of any one, to say, that in the 
conduct of a cause his own conviction went 
for nothing, and that he could argue just as 
ably and as strenuously in favour of the 
wrong side, as of that which he conceived to 
be supported by truth and justice. If such 
was the force of professional habits, it might 
be a reason with some for not belonging to 
the profession. Hoping however that that 
was not the fact, the known sentiments of 
the attorney general would be a reason with 
him for wishing to avoid a course of pro- 
ceeding, when the cause must necessarily 
rest upon his exertions. Parties were al- 
lowed to challenge jurors who had delivered 
opinions of such a description as to proclaim 
their sentiments, and almost to anticipate 
their decisions upon questions ultimately to 
be brought before them; and really he 
thought it would be, at least, equally just to 


challenge and disqualify a prosecutor who 
had shewn a disposition adyerse to the pro. 
secution he was officially to conduct. The 
question seemed, however, uot to rest upon 
these considerations, but to be reduced to the 
single point : is the house now ac liberty t 
make the change in their proceedings which 
was proposed by the motion of to-night? It 
had been contended, that in doing so, there 
would be no contravention of the judgment 
of the house. An hon. gent. had contend. 
ed, that the change now proposed was in 
conformity with the sense of the majority of 
the house. He did not think it necessary to 
deny this; but he would ask how the hon, 
gent. knew it? Was it from the proceed. 
ings of the house? What parliamentery 
ground had the hon. gent. for saying so? It 
might be collected possibly or inferred from 
matter thrown out in debate, from conver 
sation, or from knowledge of parties ; but 
certainly not from the proceedings of the 
house of commons. All questions could not 
be decided by the mere answer of yes and 
no, though that was the only mode in which 
the forms of the house allowed of their being 
put. It would happen in consequence, as it 
did in the present instance, that the choice 
of the house between the opposite sides of 
an alternative, was not declared, and there 
fore could not be assumed. Nobody was at 
liberty to assert that the house had a pre 
ference to this or that, unless such prefer. 
ence had been declared, which assuredly had 
not happened in the case in question. All 
that they knew by the acts of the house was, 
that in determining the form of putting the 
qvestion a majority had decided, that the 
measure of criminal prosecution by the at 
torney general should be proposed first ; and 
that another majority had decided for the 
adoption of that measure. How did it ap 
pear from thence that the opinion of the 
house was in favour of impeachment? The 
house as respecting the present question, 
might be distributed into five classes. 1, 
Those who were against any criminal pro 
ceeding at all. 2. Those who would vote 
for impeachment, but for impeachment} 
only. 3. Those who would vote for prose 
cution by the attorney general, but for that 
only. 4. Those who preferred impeach 
ment, but, failing of that, would vote fit 
prosecution by the attorney general. 4 
Those who preferred prosecution by the a 
torney general; but sooner than have ® 
criminal proceeding, would be content ® 
vote for impeachment. By neither of tht 
divisions which had taken place, nor by 
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two combined, did it appear what the pro- 
rtion was of those who wished for impeach- 
ment, compared with those who preferred 
the proceeding at present adopted; and, 
therefore, no ground existed for saying, that 
this or that was the judgment of the house. 
He should, therefore, protest against all that 
sort of refinement of reasoning, founded 
upon the supposed or alleged difference of 
opinion with respect to the precise deserip- 
tion of punishment. He would not allow 
gentlemen on the opposite side to play fast 
and loose with the house. The course was 
plain. The house had said, there shall be a 
criminal proceeding, and that by the attor- 
yey-general. He had originally voted that 
the question of impeachment should be first 
ut, with a view of adopting that measure ; 
and this for two reasons: first, that there 
might be some criminal proceeding ; and 
secondly, because he thought impeachment 
“the best mode. But when after so much 
deliberation, and so remarkably full an at- 
tondance, the house had come to a decision, 
directing the proceedings in a particular 
mode, he could not’yield to a proposal for 
changing that decision, founded upon a sort 
of comparison of the votes of different gen- 
tlenen, All that could be inferred from the 
votes, for the purposes of the hon. gent. was, 
that the mode adopted was considered to be 
better than no prosecution at all. A fort- 
night had now passed since the decision was 
taken, and the house was now called upon, 
at a short notice, with the attendance of such 
members as were upon the spot, to reverse 
its proceedings. Krom the loose and vague 
idea of revision thrown cut, it could not be 
inferred that the learned gentleman's own 
mind was mide up on the subject. No pro- 
per and timely notice had been given of the 
intention to reverse the proceedings. Gen- 
tlemen had now Jefi town in great numbers, 
and it was only necessary ta let the session 
run down a little Jonger; and upon this 
principle of change, the whole proceedings 
might be reversed that had.been already ta- 
ken, when there were just members enough 
tomake up a house. ‘The force of such a 
precedent would be an extreme scandal to 
the country. Gentlemen must think of the 
character of that house. His complaint 
against lord Melville was not merely that he 
suffered the public money to be misapplied, 
but that he had thereby brought all public 
men, and that house too, into suspicion, in 


arcumstances which required that the pub-- 


licsuspicion, so excited, should be satisfied. 
He had never said, nor coyld any thing but 
Vor, V. 
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the strongest evidence ever bring him to.say, 
that the noble lord was euilty of the groyser 
part of the offence laid to his charge; but he 
was guilty of having brought himself into 
suspicion, and of having thus placed the 
house in a situation in which it was neces- 
sary for tuem to do whatever was consistent 
Wich justice, for the vindication of their own 
character. It was not necessary to suppose 
lord Melville guilty: he for one protested 
against that interpretation ; it was sufficient 
that he had been in a great and culpable de- 
gree imprudent: and that this his impru- 
dence had placed the house in the alternative 
of either sacrificing their own character, or 
of instituting such inquiries as those now 
proposed. ‘lhe same considerations which 
urged them at first to engage in such an in- 
quiry, must determine them to persevere in 
the mode now adopted, rather than to 
change it in a manner so irregular, so un- 
precedented, and exposed to such violent 
suspicion. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer rose and 
spoke in substance as follows: Sir, from the 
arguments that have -been urged against the 
motion of my hon. friend behind me, it ap- 
pears that the great ground of objection is, 
that the house cannot consistently rescind its 
own resolutions: there is something that 
a it out of your power to attend to it, 

Yow, sir, to come at. once to the examina- 
tion of these arguments, there is one point 
which has beet rested upon grounds con- 
trary to the fact; IT mean the notice. In ad- 
verting to that notice, I would desire gentle- 
men to aitend to the dates. On Tuesday 
and Wednesday, the 11th and i2th, the ori- 
ginal question was debated in the house, and 
it came to a vote on the morning of Thursday 
the 13th. Cu that day there was no house, 
and on Friday it sat again, and entered upon 
that discussion in which I was particularly 
concerned. In the next week there were only 
three sitting days before the right hon. gent. 
behind me gave notice that he meant to ap- 
ply to the house respecting some directions as 
to the matters referred to the attorney gene- 
ral to prosecute. When this was proposed, 
I would ask the house whether I did not dis- 
tinctly say that the more I considered the 
circumstances of the case, the more my at- 
tention had been directed to it, the more [ 
thought and the more I conversed upon it, I 
was the more convinced that an impeach- 
ment was a mode preferable to a criminal in- 
formation. When the discussion took place 
on this subject, I ask whether it is not in the 
recollection of the house that I desired the 
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hon. gent. to put off his motion till this day, 
in order to have an opportunity of consider- 
ing whether the impeachment might not be 
thought the most advisable manner of pro- 
ceeding ?. This indeed went to such particu- 
larity, that I distinctly stated to him that he 
must be aware that we could not agree to 
give any fresh directions to the attorney ge- 
neral relative to this prosecution, while we 
were of opinion that the mode of impeach- 
ment was preferable. I stated this with a 
‘view to assure the house that a motion was 
in contemplation for rescinding the resolu- 
tion of the house for a criminal information, 
and substituting an impeachment, which the 
house, with a few exceptions, has already 
declared to be the mode most consistent 
with the privileges of the house of lords, and 
better calculated to attain the ends of public 
justice. This, sir, I have taken upon me to 
state to the house, in order to shew that if it 
has not been forewarned of the present mo- 
tion, that it is no fault of mine. It rests with 
gentlemen themselves to account for this 
subject having come upon them by surprise ; 
if, as they say, it has in fact come upon them 
in this manner. This I am sure of, that they 
had the fullest opportunity to know, that it 
was proposed to revise the resolution which 
_ was passed for a criminal information. . How 
then do we stand? Why, five days ago a 
notice was in reality given, that this motion 
was to be submitted to the house. And un- 
der what circumstances was the notice given? 
Was it when there was reason to conclude 
that the. house would be thinly attended ? 
No. So far was this from being the case, 
that a notice stogd in your books for an in- 
quiry into the state of the army, a subject 
which gentlemen have stated to be of the 
last importance, and which it mightreasonably 

_ be presumed would command a full attend- 
. ance of the house. What, then, becomes of 
- the assertions of those who cry out against 
the proposition now before us, on the 
grounds that a great many members have 
gone to the country, who ought to be pre- 
sent at this discussion? But this is-not all : 
the house was in fact in possession of the no- 
tice on ‘Thursday and Friday, at the moment 
when the house was engaged in discussing 
the vote of credit and other points connected 
with it, points of the last importance to the 
empire and even to Europe, and to which 
they attached so much consequence, that 
they proposed that parliament should sit all 
summer, in ordet to be ready to receive in- 
formation concerning them. These - were 
surely things that called for a full attendance 
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of the house, and there was a full attend. 


ance. Upon what ground then do th 


‘complain that they are taken by surprise? 


Upon a mature consideration of the case, | 
trust the house will be of opinion that this ig 
a complaint without a foundation, Why 
then, sir, this is the situation in which we 
stood, and these are the cigcumstances un- 
der which the notice, though not perhaps 
formally, was in reality given. If you are 
determined to insist upon the point of no 
tice, let us see whether it ought to be con. 
sidered as extremely necessary in this case 
from what has already passed upon it. (Cries 
of hear! hear! from the opposition, 
Really, sir, I should be glad to know what 
there is ridiculous in that. Do gentlemen 
mean to assert that no measure is to be car 
ried without a specific notice long before? 
Let us look to what has been done on the re 
solution of impeachment. On the very day 
when that resolution was moved, an amend- 
ment for this criminal prosecution in the 
king’s bench was proposed, without the 
smailest previous notice to the house to give 
gentlemen time to consider the point, with- 
out the smallest information that ought to be 
allowed in courtesy to the person accused, 
without any intimation that such a thing was 
to be brought forward, and this amendment 
was moved too as a matter of lenity to lod 
Melville. Iam not at all questioning the 
right of the house to adopt such a mode of 
proceeding, far from it; but I must at the 
same time be allowed to express my surprise 
when I hear them loudly proclaiming that 
the proposition now submitted to their con- 
sideration is contrary to parliamentary usage, 
With this example before us, can we admit 
the justice of these complaints? I am sure 
we cannot, if we pay any regard to our own 
proceedin:s on various occasions.—Now, sit, 
having disposedof the short notice, about which 
we have heard so much, I come to another 
point, on which no less stress has been laid, 
This is the monstrous inconsistency of re- 
scinding a resolution of the house in the 
same session, and the danger that would re- 
sult from such a precedent. But what reso- 
lution ‘is it proposed to rescind? Is it not 
true that we had rescinded a previous res0- 
lution of the house? A civil prosecution had 
been before ordered by the house, when the 
hon. gent. opposite came down to this house, 
and proposed that the proceedings in the ci? 
vil suit should be suspended, and a criminal 
prosecution substituted in its stead. That 


‘proposition was agreed to by the house, and 


where, then, is the inconsistency, or the dan- 
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rous precedent arising from the proposal 
now before the house? But, if there is any 
inconsistency, if there is any dangerous pre- 
cedent, the practice has already prevailed, 
and this is surely not the moment when the 
house would be anxious to adopt a different 
mode of proceeding. If the object of the 
resolution now proposed had been by any 
sort of manageinent to destroy the effect of 
the votes of the honse, or to leave it doubt- 
ful whether, after the criminal prosecution 
was set aside, any thing was to be moved in 
its stead, then indeed there might be a fair 
ground for the arguments urged by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the house. But 
when the very resolution which proposes to 
lay aside the one made substitutes the other, 
then surely I may be allowed to say, that there 
js great reason to be astonished at the oppo- 
sition given by gentlemen on the present oc- 
casion, contrary to their own declared opi- 
nions. Such, then, being the notice, and 
such the point of rescinding the previous re- 
solution of the house, we now come to ano- 
ther part of the case that deserves a consider- 
able degree of attention. We are told that 
though they are still of opinion that the mode 
of impeachment ought to be preferred, yet. 
that this seems to be a sort of stratagem to 
defeat the object which the house has in 
view, viz. the ends of public justice; and 
besides, that it will be thought by others, 


that the house of commons in agreeing to' 


such a resolution as the present would com- 
promise its character for steadiness, delibe- 
ration, and consistency. Now, in what 
manner do they oppose us? One would 
think, from the course pursued in their ar- 
est that they really thought, as I be- 
ore intimated, that the intention was to re- 
scind the resolution for the criminal prose- 
cution, leaving it to chance whether any 
other was to be proposed ; and to set aside 
all criminal prosecution entirely. In this 
case there would be some reason in their ar- 
guments. But it is impossible that they can 
understand the object which we have in view, 
since that very resolution that rescinds the 
ciminal information retains the motion for 
an impeachment. Which of the two pro- 
ceedings is really most consistent with the 
opinions of a majority of the house? What 
do we propose to put in the place of a eri- 
minal information ? An impeachment, that 
very mode of proceeding for which the hon. 
gentlemen on the opposite side argued so 
strenuously at first; that mode which they 
have contended to be best calculated to an- 
swer the ends of public justice ; that mode 
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which they have said to be most consistent 
with parliamentary usage, most agreeable to 
the dignity of the house, and most consonant 
to the principles of the constitution, On these 
fundamental broad grounds, they have been 
loud in their preference of an impeachment. 
What then do I ask of them? It is to con- 
firm their own sentiments. If they agree 
to our motion, they have only to adopt that 


‘mode of proceeding for which they were 


before so urgent. They have, from the be- 
ginning, preferred an impeachment, and if 
that opinion remain the same as before, I 
only wish them not to impute any improper 
motives to those who furnish them with an 
opportunity of acting according to their 
opinion. But then they say, that they, can- 
not now accede to this preposition, because 
the consistency of the proceedings of the 
house of commons is involved upon this oc- 
casion. If there be any inconsistency in 
this case, it rests with themselves. If this 
argument availed any thing, it ought to 
have prevented any criminal prosecution at 
all in this case. We said, that after the civil 
suit had commenced, there was no room for 
the other proceeding. The house, however, 
rescinded its resolution on that head, and 
having once determined on a criminal pro- . 
secution, we are not now disposed to find 
fault with that decision. But we do say, 
there still remains an option respecting the 
mode of conducting the criminal prosecution 
which was not before called for. It remains 
still for us to adopt the preferable mode ; 
and certainly no objection of form ought to 
weigh against the decided opinion of the 
majority of the house, especially when, in 
fact, there is no ground of inconsistency or 
precedent that can at all be urged as applica- 
ble to the present circumstances of the case. - 
Why then, sir, taking all these citcum- 
stances into consideration; finding that those 
very persons who before urged the impeach-- 
ment so strenuously, still retain their senti- — 
ments on that head, and still agree, that it 
is the preferable mode of proceeding; surely 
the house cannot refuse, on any grounds 
that have been as yet stated, to adopt that 
mode which is allowed by a vast majority of - 
It is possible 
perhaps to come to the justice of the case, 
by the criminal information before the king’s 
bench court; but supposing this to be the 
case, it still remains to be considered, which, 
under al} the circumstances, is the most 
proper mode of trial. An impeachment, as’ 
it has been justly argued, is most consonant 
to “e principles of the constitution. This 
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is allowed. Iam sure that every one who 
hears me, would also wish, since a trial of 
this nature has been found necessary, that 
it should be such an one as would be most 
satisfactory to the feelings of the accused, 
even upon the admission that both were, in 
every other respect, equally eligible. This, 
however, they are not; for it is confessed 
that the mode of impeachment possesses im- 
portant and decided advantages. ‘The house 
surely cannot, on a mere point of form, re 
~fuse to grant that sort of trial which is al- 
lowed on ail hands to be the best, and resort 


to one which the accused thinks the niost : 


objectionable, as the least likely to procure 
him justice, as the most degrading to his 
rank, and the most hurtful to his feelings. 
Now, sir, as to the grounds on which the 
impeachment is the most preferable mode of 
trial, they have been already so very fully 
stated, that I am in a great measure relicved 
from the necessity of dwelling upon that 
point. The right hon. gent. over the way 
(Mr. Windham), declaimed against refine- 
snents, and attributed a refining disposition 
to us on this occasion. He has said, that 
the only way of collecting the sense of the 
commons is by their voces, and there is not 
a more satisfactory way, even though the 
majority of the house should upon the whole 
have preferred another mode than that 
which, from the manner of putting the 
question, they happened to adopt. Now, 
much the greater part of the house, un- 
doubtedly, prefer an impeachment in this 
instance. Is there any thing then that pre- 
vents the adoption of that mode of proceed- 
ing? The nobie lord on the cpposite side, 
(lord Henxy Petty) who speaks in a manner 
that always entitles him to the attention of 
the house, has declared, that he still thinks 
the mode of impeachment preferable. He 
still admits it as the most constitutional, the 
best calculated to promote the great ends of 
public justice, the most consistent with the 
dignity of the house, and the privileges of 
the other house, as well as the best mode 
for the accused, who will then be tried by 
his peers. If this be still his opinion, and 
the opinion of those who sit near him, shall 
a point of form prevent them from adopting 
the mode which they think the best?) What 
do they admit ? They admit that the trial by 
impeachment is more suitable to the con- 
stitution, best calculated to obtain justice, 
more consistent with thé character of the ob- 
ject, better adapted to the nature of the 


these views of the matter, are they nowt 
retract their opinions, and vote for a cr, 
minal information ? A right hon. gent. said, 
that he was not satisfied that the crime wa 
of a nature that called for an impeachment, 
‘In that opinion he will not, I believe, fing 
many members of this house disposed to 
join him. But at all events he has admitted 
that the character of the object is such, that 
in that view at least an impeachment would 


_ be the preferable mode of proceeding. Buthe 


willrecollect that one of the grounds on whieh 
the accusation rests is the improper applica 
tion of the public money, which is admitted 
by the noble Jord himsclf. Let it be ob 
served, however, that if the noble lords 
words are to be taken hold of in this manner, 
the effect of the whole of them together 
ought to be stated. He has not allowed 
that he made any use of the money which 
he obtained for his own advantage; but he 
has expressly declared, that he will not dis 
close what he has done with one part of it, 
This, surely, comes under the description 
of a state crime. He has told you, that the 
meney has been expended in secret services, 
which he does not feel himself at liberty te 
disclose. That is indubitably a question 
more fit for the decision of the lords on an 
impeachment than for an ordinary court of 
law. Why, then, upon a consideration of 
all these circumstances, I must again express 
my surprise, that any opposition should be 
made to this motion, the object of which is 
to give effect to that mode of proceeding 
which is really and substantially preferable, 
If they are of opinion that an impeachment 
is the most proper mode of trial, I am ata 
loss to conceive how they can counteract 
their own principles, and oppose that which, 
by their own admission, is upon the whole by 
far the most desirable. But it is urged by an 
hon. gent. against an impeachment, that the 
time necessary to bring itto a conclusion is $0 
long that the ends of justice may be defeated. 
Here he will not be countenanced by many 
of the gentlemen of this house. He has 
mentioned the case of an impeachment which 
required two years to bring it forward. How- 
ever, there is no reason to suppose that the 
matter can meet with any greater delay than 
it would do in acourt of law. It will be 
begun immediately after the assembling of 
parliament. But, to prove the delay that 
generally takes place in impeachments, we 
have been told of the case of Mr. Hastings. 
Can any man really suppose that the present 


crime. All these are great and broad points | 


superior to any question of form; ‘and with ' 


case is to be compafed with that which re- 


quired such a voluminous mass of evidence, 
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role and written, so many documents 
a the other side of the globe, which in- 
yolved such a variety of complicated matter ? 
{f this doctrine was to be pusiied to its ut- 
most extent, what would be the effect of it ? 
Itis an argument that, if allowed to weigh 
with the house, would prevent it from ever 
exercising the right of impeachment, This 
fight, however, the house will not be dis- 
posed to give up; and yet the argument, if 

hed to its utmost extent, would go this 
ength. No case would ever occur, in which 
it would not upon this principle be better to 
bave recourse to a criminal information ra- 
ther than an impeachinent. One gentleman 
did contend that the criminal information 
would in all cases be preferable; but few of 
those who now hear me will be disposed to 
alow that, on constitutional grounds, a cri- 
minal information can, in such a case as 
the present, be preferable to an impeach- 
ment. But while I coniend that there is 
ho reason to suppose that this presecution 
can occupy any great length of time, I must 
state, that the case is so complicated that 
there are great duubts whether it could be 
possible that in ordinary courts of law it 
should receive that discussion which will be 
absolutely necessary for the purposes of real 
justice. We kriow the variety of matter 
that the reports contain, and the long dis- 
cussions that took place in this house. But 
if we were so long in coming to a decision, 
and found so much discussion necessary, 
what chance is there that, within the time 
to which the attention of a jury must be li- 
mited, the case should undergo that full 
investigation which justice calls for? This 
proves the superiority of the mode of im- 
peachment, in which the fear of delay ap- 
pears to be groundless,. Well then, sir, 
these are the arguments brought forward 
against this motion, and these are the an- 
swers which certainly appear to me to he 
satisfactory. Conceiving that the motion 
was given in. full time, and upon proper 
grounds ; considering that points of the ut- 
most magnitude call loudly for an impeach- 
ment, instead of the criminal information ; 
considering that several days have been al- 
lowed to the house to reflect again on the 
matter ; considering that there is only one 
case in which an information has been re- 
sorted to in preference to an impeachment ; 
considering that every constitutional. princi- 
ple, and every circumstance connected with 
he justice of the case and the dignity of 
parliament, call for an impeachment, I trust. 
that ho strict adherence. to empty forms will 
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drive the house from the usual mode of its_ 
proceeding. ‘The ends of justice will not be 


defeated, nor is it any intention of ours te 


do away the effect of the vote of the house, 
as far as a criminal prosecution in some sort © 
is concerned. But it is our object to pro- 
ceed in that manner which is most consonant 
to the usual forms of the house, best cal« 
culated to promote the ends of justice, and, 
at the same time, most satisfactory to the 
feelings of the individual, in that manner 
which is allowed to be preferable by the 
house, with the exception of a very small 
number. These, sir, are the grounds on 
which it appears to me that the present mo- 
tion ought to be agreed to; and I shall sit 
down with some confidence that the house 
will not allow the comparatively trifling 
consideration of forms to prevent the attain- 
ment of an object on many accounts.so very 
desirable. 

Mr. Whitbread made a very animated re- 
ply to the observations of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, whose conduct, he said, te- 
minded him of that of the famous orator of 
aiuliquity, who sent to an unfortunate client 
of his, driven into exile, a copy of a most 
argumentative and convincing speech, which 
he had intended to deliver in defence of him 
at his trial. ‘ Alas!” said the miserable 
Milo, ** if Cicero had uttered this in due 
time, I should not now be eating crawfish at 
Marseilles!” So he had no doubt, if the 
right hon. gent. had expressed the senti- 
ments which he had just done, on the even- 
ing when the question of impeachment was 
formerly unsuccessfully agitated, the result 
would have been very different ; the noble 
lord would. have been placed in a situation 
more agreeable to his feelings, and the coun- 
iry would have been assured of complete 
and impartial justice. But it came now teo 
late, and the advantages which might have 
been derived from his speech were lost. Why 
did he not before zgree to the impeachment, 
and prevent the necessity of his haying re- 
course to these subterfuges? He, indeed, 
preferred the mode of impeachment, un- 
doubtedly, as he had before stated to the 
house, but the consideration of the incon- 
sistency that would be fixed upon the cha- 
racter of the house, and the bad precedent 
that might be formed by agreeing to this 
motion, induced him to forego all the.ad- 
vantages that would be derived from an. im- 
peachment, in preference toa criminal in- 
formation. The gentlemen who voted with 
him, however, notwithstanding all these in- 
consistencies now urged upon them, would. 
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feel a ag satisfaction in reflecting that 
those who opposed them, were now obliged 
to come down, and say that after all they 
were right; but they ought not to be misled 
by this gratification from doing their duty 
to the house by preserving its consistency. 
The vote of the houseavas given, not by 
surprise, but, after a long debate in one of 
the fullest houses that was ever recdllected, 
and the main object was to come to a de- 
cision on the question, whether there should, 
or should not be a criminal process at all, 
Who began with proposing an impeach- 
ment ? It was obtruded by the person now 
speaking. Who followed? The right hon. 
gent. with his amendment. Can any one 
forget that the right hon. gent. (Mr. Pitt) 
was warned what the effect of his vote would 
be on the question as it»stood? Might he 
not have preferred the impeachment if he 
had chosen? He now talked of the sense 
of the majority of the house being in his 
favour. How was that sense to be collect- 
ed but by the vote? He opposed all cri- 
minal prosecution, and therefore put it out 
of his power to give a preference to one 
mode above another. Did he not, along 
with the treasurer of the navy, (Mr. Can- 
ning) who said that he preferred our enmity 
to the friendship of the right hon. gent. 
(Mr. Bond) over the way, vote against the 
impeachment ? The country gentlemen 
from diffidence, and not from want Of ability, 
frequently did not explain the exact grounds 
on which their votes were given ; but the 
right hon. gent., who wanted neither con- 
fidence nor ability, chose to sit silent. He 
was not accustomed to a minority, though 
even his cabinet now was divided against 
itself. Many members had gone out of 
town who wished to be present at this discus- 
sion. This motion came by surprise. He 
himself did not know of it till yesterday, 
though there had been some rumours of 
something of this sort, but nothing like a 
regular notice. The right hon. gent. might 
have procured the impeachment before, but 
he wished to carry every thing with a high 
hand, and to bring off lord Melville without 
any criminal prosecution. The situation in 
which he now stood was the proper reward 
of his own conduct, and ifnobody but him- 
self had been affected by it, it would be 
no great matter ; but he had involved the 
character of the house. When the right 
hon. gent. desired him to put his hand upon 
his heart, and ask himself this question, 
whether he thought those who voted against 
any prosecution did not mean to prefer, by 
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way of punishment on lord Melville, ap 
impeachment, to the mode proposed of 4 
criminal proceeding by information by the 
attorney-general ? he must answer, that he 
believed all those gentlem 1 wished in their 
hearts at this moment there should be no 
proceeding whatever had against that noble 
lord ; and he was much afraid of the pres 
cedent which this motion, if carried, would 
establish ; for any hon. member, interested 
in saving lord Melville from the inconve- 
nience of any prosecution, might hereafter 
come, when the house was thinner than at 
present, and say, we have rescinded one re- 


‘solution already, why should we not now 


rescind the other ? and so they might ens 
endeavour to persuade the house of coms 
mons they ought not to go on with any 
trial at all against lord Melville. But the 
right hon. the chancellor of the exchequer 
had observed, that the house had already 
rescinded the resolution which had been 
entered into on a former occasion for a 
civil suit against lord Melville. The ob. 
vious answer to that was, that new facts 
had appeared since that suit was instituted, 
and the house on those facts had changed its 
opinion, as upon a change of facts any 
body of men, as well as the house of com- 
mons, might change their opinion; and 
this the house had done, notwithstanding 
the endeavours of the right hon. gent. to 
persuade the members that no criminal 
proceeding whatever ought to be adopted. 
As to the subject of what was called the 
notice to the house that this measure would 
be proposed, he thought it in substance, 
whatever it might be in form, so unpar- 
liamentary, so unsatisfactory, and really so 
indecorous to the house of commons, tha‘ 
he hardly knew how to speak of it as it 
merited with decorum to the house. He 
called the attention of the house to the 
manner in which he had brought forward 
his motion for the impeachment, and to the 
mode in which the amendment was moved 
by the right hon. gent. (Mr. Bond.) It was 
said that this amendment was as much 
without notice as the motion, and more 
so, and yet there was no complaint made 
against it on that account ; which was very 
true: but it was an amendment growing 
naturally out of the subject, and could be 
no surprise to the house ; for every person 
having any measure to propose must be pre- 
pared to meet an amendment to that mo- 
tion, especially if it should happen to par= 
take of the character of the motion itself, 
which was the case of that amendment. 
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d here he must observe, that it was to 
pe collected from the speech of the noble 
Jord himself who was the object of these 

roceedings, while he stood on the floor 
and addressed the house, that he preferred 
the mode .of a criminal proceeding in a 
court of justice to an impeachment, if he 
rust encounter either, although he certainly 
objected to both ; for he had stated, among 
other things, that it was impossible the house 
could with justice impeach him, when so 
many peers had already spoken so decidedly 
against him, and before they had heard any 
thing of his case, but that which was found- 
ed on no better authority than rumour ; and 
believed, that if he was brought before a 
jury, which he seemed to expect, that he 

ad been placed in a situation which the 
meanest cottager in this country would have 
aright to complain of, if it were his own 
case ; for that all those who were likely to 
sit as jurymen upon his trial had been pre- 
judiced against him, by what had been al- 
ready published on the subject. The noble 
lord had evidently preferred the trial by jury 
to that of impeachment, in the event of his 
being compelled to encounter either. He 
seemed now, if the conduct of his friends 
was an indication of his wishes, to have 
changed his mind, and to wish for an im- 
peachment as the lesser evil of the two. He 
could have wished to adopt the mode most 
agreeable to the feelings and the wishes of 
the noble lord, provided they were consis- 
tent with justice ; but the conduct of the 
friends of the noble lord had put that com- 
pliance out of his power. The right hon. 
gent. (Mr. Pitt) had observed, that impeach- 
ment was the bulwark of the constitution, 
and that he hoped the house would not 
decide against that mode on account of the 
delay which took place. Certainly, he should 
not suffer any thing to interrupt the right 
of the house of commons to impeach any 


person on a fit occasion ; but he apprehend-. 


ed the question upon that point to be de- 
cided, and it was the fault of ministers if 
wrongly decided ; for they were warned of 
{t over and over again before they voted 
against the impeachment, and afterwards 
before the house came to the resolution it 
adopted. As to the difficulties which were 
felt by the law officer of the crown, he must 
Observe, that there were other men of great 
eminence in the profession of the law who 
did riot see the same difficulties in this case 
as the attorney-general had stated ; and al- 
though he should be sorry the public should 
sustain the loss of that learned gentleman’s 


services, yet he had too much spirit te wish 
to continue in a situation the duties of 
which would be painful to him, and where 
the public had so direct an interest in their 
performance. He ought not to come to his 
clients for instructions how to conduet their 
cause ; they ought rather to ask him, than 
he them, which way the cause was to be? 
carried on; he ought either to conduct the 
cause, or give up his brief. _The learned 
gent. had said on a former occasion, . that it 
was improper to vote a trial of lord Melville 
by information in a court of justice, because 
there was no doubt of his legal guilt, and 
there was therefore a certainty of his con- 
viction ; now he (Mr. W.) had often heard 
it assigned as a reason that ataan should 
not be put on his trial because there was a 
certainty of his acquittal, but this was the 
first time he ever heard that a person should 
not be put on his trial because there was a 
certainty of his conviction.—With regard 
to the subject of the 10,000], received Ly. 
lord Melville, some difficulties had been 
started on account of its having been re- 
ceived before the act of parliament passed 
which the noble lord was charged with 
having offended against. That was very 
true, but the difficulty stated appeared to 
him easily surmounted; for though the noble 
lord received the money before the act of 
parliament, yet he continued to possess it 
after the act, which was equally criminal — 
He then took notice of the difference which 
had taken place on this occasion between 
the different parts of the house, and what 
had been said of the 43 who were supposed 
to have constituted the majority of the 
house, by whose votes the present. prose- 
cution had heen determined, which, he 
said conveyed to the public this anomaly, 
that one part of the king’s cabinet voted 
directly against the other—But, supposing 


like to know who were to be the managers 
of it? Were they to be chosen from those 
who had already said so much, and divided 
so steadily against all prosecution of lord 
Melville? in which case, if it ultimately 
failed, the public would doubt the sincerity 
of its conduct: or were they to be as com- 
mittees, having the majority on the side of 
the minister, and a few, to save appearances, 
taken from those who were adverse to lord 
Melville ; if so, he desired the house to 
consider the effect of such a course of pro 
ceeding. Should the lot fallupon him to 
be one of the managers of such an impeach-~ 


ment, he should regret being put into that 


this impeachment to be carried, he should _ 
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situation ; but such was his determination 
fo pursue this'measure with a view of 
coming ultimately at the ends of justice, 
that he would usé his utmost exertions for 
that purpose, in whatever company he 
might be placed: he earnestly wished the 
house however to consider what it was 
doing, and to avoid establishing a prece- 
‘dent by which its former proceedings might 
be overturned altogether, than which he 
knew of nothing more fraught with danger ; 
and therefore, to avoid that danger, and to 
eserve the consistency of the house, he 
should adhere to its original resolution. 
- General Lenox thought that, according to 
the dignity of the subject, the nature of the 
charge, the rank of the defendant, the cur- 
rent of precedent, and tlie analogy of rea- 
son upon the principles of the constitution, 
the noble viscount ought to be tried by his 
peersby impeachment, and not by any inferior 
tribunal, however respectable ; for which 
réasons he should vote for an impeachment. 
The Atiorney-General said, he should lay 
aside all consideration’ of himself, or any 
other individual who might happen to be 
attorney-geéeneral, when a question of this 
nature came to be discussed, and proceed to 
lay before the house some of the ditficul- 
_ties which would unavoidably attend the 
prosecution by criminal information, and 
which might be avoided if an impeachment 
was adopted. He had before said, what he 
now repeated, that on the legal guilt of my 
lord Melville, that of his connivance in the 
“ misapplication by Mr. Trotter of the public 
money, there was no question; there was 
evidence competent to prove that fact, as 
it appeared before the commissioners of 
naval enquiry, from the declarations made 
before them. That was established out of 
the mouth of lord Melville himself; but 
that was not the difficulty of the case, 
and he had stated formerly, the difticulties 
which occurred to him on this subject, 
not as to the mode of the prosecution, so 
much as to the topics to be selected on 
» which to found the information. His right 
hon. friend (Mr. Bond) had stated that one 
art, namely, that which: related to Mr. 
Fellicoe, should be omitted, on which gen-> 
tlemen, on’ the other side’of the house, did 
not seem to have made up their minds ; 
but that on which he wanted instruction 
from the house was, not on the legal course 
he should’ take as to the topics he should 
select for prosecution ; but whether, while 
he'proceeded against lord Melville criminally, 
he was to proceed civilly against Mr. Trotter? 
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standing, make use of the testimony of Mr 
Trotter against lord Melville? Whether he 
could, without an infringement on the pri. 
vileges of the house of commons, call on 
any of its members, “or any other 
son, to be a witness on the trial, and give 
testimony of what was said by lord Mel. 
ville in‘his own’ behalf in that house on. 
the night of the debate previous to the vote 
for his prosecution? These were points 
on which he owned he shold wish for the, 
direction of the house if this prosecution. 
was to be carried on. Another point 
worthy of consideration, although not much 
thought of by a great part of the house, 
was, where the venue should be laid 
becattsé nothing was better established in 
Westminster Hall than this;.that if the 
venue was laid.in London, he could not 
give evidence of any thing that was done. 
in Middlesex; or if tle venue was laid in 
Middlesex, he could not give evicence of 
any thing that was done in London; and 
yet there might be actions partly done in 
one, and partly in the other, the difficulties 
of which would be much more serious im 
pediments to the trial in a court of justice 
than gentlemen not accustomed to legal pro- 
cess might imagine; and they were una- 
voidable in legal process in any court of jus-. 
tice inferior to the high court of parliament, 
none of which would be felt there upon im- 
peachment. He then took notice of the 
case of Jord Halifax, and thought it was a 
very uninviting precedent even for superior: 
expedition, for it lasted two years and a 
half, of which he gave the history, and con- 
sidered it as a precedent quite unworthy of 
being followed, With reference to what the 
hon. gent. had stated on the subject of the 
management of the impeachment, if the, 
house should agree to it, his idea was, that 
in that event the hon. gent. who first brought 
this subject forward, should stand precisely 
in the same situation as.if he had succeeded 
in his motion for the impeachment, in which 
he himself would, of course, be nomina- 
ted as the first manager of the impeachment; 
that he should draw up the articles of 
impeachment, and that he and his friends 


that impeachment, As to what had been, 
called the consistency of the house, and so 
much pressed into the service of this debate, 
he must be allowed to observe, that the vote 
now standing on the journals of the house 


no form by which the house was restrained 
from rescinding it, or the house would have 


Whether, if he did so, he should notwith- 


-been informed to that effect from the chaif, 


should nominate all the other managers of _ 


was the effect of inadvertency, and there was; 
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andthe present question could not be put. 
It was, in short, anerror, and those who 
called so loudly on the house to preserve its 
consistency, called only for that species of 
consistency which is maintained by a con- 
tinuance in error. But gentlemen on the 
other side of the house took delight in telling 
ministers: ‘‘ If it be an error, the error is 
ourown; you brought the house into it, 
and you shall not call on the house to cor- 
rect your own error.” Now, supposing that 
to be true, what was the conclusion ? What 
was the consequence to the house, if it had 
fallen into an error, who led them into it? 
Suppose the error originated with ministers ; 
on whom did their opponents propose to be 
revenged ? not on those who were the cause 


“of the error, but on the house of commons, 


on the constitution and the people of the 
British empire, whose interests iu the grand 
‘inquest of the nation were to be sacrificed, 
because ministers happened to have fallen 
intoa mistake. He maintained that on the 


‘subject of notice in this case it was abun- 


dant, and was by no means a proper matter 
‘of complaint, and therefore there was no 

ound for saying that the house was in any 
Eeires precluded from proceeding by way of 
impeachment; onthe contrary, it had now 


‘an opportunity of preferring that as the most 


constitutional, and in every sense the best 
adapted mode to be pursued upon this occa- 


‘sion, and he hoped the hovse would never, 
‘for the sake of a nominal consistency, 


persist in an opinion that was clearly er- 
roneous. 

Mr. Fox complimeuted the talents aud 
the perseverance which his hon. friend (Mr. 
Whitbread) had displayed on this occasion, 


‘which had been so highly honourable to 
‘himself, and of such signal advantage to the 


country. He maintained that this error, 


‘which the friends of lord Melville were now 
‘ ofa sudden so ready to confess they had fall- 


en into, was not on account of any negli- 
gence in them, for they had beon very ac- 
tive in every stage of the proceeding, al- 
though they now appeared so much to la- 
ment their ervor, as they called it. The 
truth was, they had opposed every measure 
for the prosecution, and expected to carry 


their object in protecting lord Melville with 


dhigh hand; but being disappointed in that 
expectation, they had made up their mind 


thatan impeachment would be more favour- 
~ able to lord Melville than a criminal infor- 


mation ina court of justice, end therefore 

did they propose that course to be now ta- 

ken, although at onc time they had laboured 
Vox. V. 
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most strenuously to persuade the house that 
lord Melville ought not to be impeached at 
all, As to notice of this motion, he thought 
it impossible to consider any thing that had 
been said on that subject to deserve that ti- 
tle. He asked why the right hon, gent. 
(Mr, Pitt), when his’ own case had been dis- 
cussed, did not take the opportunity of giv- 
ing notice then that this subject was to be 
brought forward, when there was a full 
house to hear it? But no notice whatever 
was taken for a week, and on the very first 
division which took place after that on the 
prosecution of lord Melvilie, there were pre- 
sent not so many by an hundred members as 
on that division; for the truth was, that a 
great numbet of members who did not 
equally mix in the concerns of the house 
were present at the division on che subject 
of the prosecution of lord Melville, and thev 
had gone away under a perfect conviction 
that the affair was over; and they would be 
astonished to hear, if, indeed, they should 
hear, that their resolution had been rescind- 
ed; athing which could not be done while 
there was stcha thing as shame left in that 
house, until net only due notice should be 
given, so as to enable every individual mem- 
ber who had already voted on this subject to 
e present, (because, if there was to be any 
revision, it should be a revision by all those 
whose act it was,) but also until the house 
should be called over, for otherwise a mino- 
tity of the house, (as it was now evidently 
much thinner than when the resojution pass- 
ed) would rescind the act of the majority ; a 
thing most alarming in point of precedent, 
because it would establish this peint, that 
whenever a minister was prosecuted for any 
thing, anda full honse had decided on the 
mode of that prosecution, he would have no- 
thing more to do than to keep his friends to- 
gether, to wait for a conyparatively thin 
house, and then proceed to rescind the reso- 
lution. It had been said, that the present 
resolution was the act of the minority of the 
house, that it was the act of only forty-three 
members, and that the present motion was 
conformable to the real wishes of the majo- 
rity of the house. This species of défence 
was very suspicious, when it came from th 
friends of lord Melville, who professed a di- 
rect hostility to every measure that had for 
its object the prosecution of lord Melvilie, 
and was a deference naid not to the majority, 
as appeared by the vote of the house, but to 
an imaginary majority against that vote; 
that was to say, a deference to the imaginary 
sense, and a contempt fog the expressed 
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“sense of the house of commons; for although 


it was clear that some members who voted 
against the impeachment, did openly declare 
they preferred that mode to that of a crimi- 
nal prosecution by- the attorney general, if 
either the one or the other must be adopted, 
yet he knew no way of making that infer- 
ence with regard to all those who gave silent 
votes on that night. He might admit a man 
to insist on his expressions against his ac- 
tions in some cases, when he might have 
acted with a view which was not answered, 
and where he was put to a choice between 
two evils, which he did not foresee; but 
how he was to-infer, that a man who said 
nothing, and acted in one decisive way, 
meant the reverse of his action, he was at a 
loss to comprehend; and yet that was pre- 
cisely the situation of the mass of the house, 
on the division on the prosecution of lord 
Melville. As to the forty-three members 
who were supposed to have turned the scale, 
it must be observed, that the house was so 
full, and the other two sides were so near 
each other, forty-three was a very consider- 
able number, considering who and what de- 
scription of persons they were ; for although 
all members of that house were justly con- 
sidered equal, yet there was nothing irregu- 
lar in paying respect to gentlemen on account 
of circumstances besides that of mere nume- 
tical importance. Why, then, did he pre- 


_fer the -mode which the house had already 


adopted, to the other which he had formerly 
been sodesirous of obtaining; namely, that 
of impeachment? for he confessed that, on 
the whole of the matter, he should, if this 
case had not been decided, prefer an im- 
peachment to a prosecution by the attorney- 
general, although that was not a point un- 
worthy of consideration, for it was not to be 
disguised, that during the period lord Mel- 
ville had been in administration, no less than 
between seventy and eighty members of the 


-upper house had been created, and which 


must naturally be supposed to have some 
possible influence on the decision of this 


. question: but why did he, preferring as he 


did an impeachment to any other on the 
whole of the matter, now prefer the mode of 


. prosecution already voted? He preferred it 


because it was the vote of the house of com- 
mons, in as full a house, with the exception 
of three divisions, as ever he had the honour 
of attending; because it was essential to 
such.a prosecution that the great mass of the 
house should be in its favour, which could 


not be the case if the resolution should be 
rescinded, There was noe question upon the, 
j 
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legality of the present vote. The house of 
lords made no complaint on the point of 
privilege; nor could they, for the case of 
lord Halifax, if good for nothing else, was 
conclusive as a precedent as to the mode of 
proceeding, for no objection was made to it 

and it was most clear that the privilege of 4 
peer did not extend to any thing in the way 
of privilege on his trial, except when con- 
viction might affect either life or limb, as 
was manifest in the case of lord Abingdon 

and a noble friend of his, lord Thanet, both 
of whom were tried in the court of king's 
bench, and imprisoned by order of that 
court: nor was the hardship of such mode 
of trial such as some gentlemen would sug- 
gest, for the challenge to the jury was very 
extensive, and as tothe impeachment there 
was no challenge, although in point of fact 
many peers must naturally be the object of 
challenge with the prosecutors of lord Mel- 
ville, if there existed any such right in them, 
on account of the partiality they must have 
for that noble lord. This prosecution had 
been most gloriously conducted hitherto; 
the house of commons stood high in the es- 
timation of its constituents for its conduct 
on this occasion; its decision ought to be 
regarded as sacred, at least by any house of 
commons, or rather the same house of com- 
mons with an inferior number of members 
in it to those who had come to the resolution 
now in force nothing short of the very 
same number could with any thing of de- 
cency think of rescinding that resolution. 
He resisted this motion, therefore, on the 
general and broad principle, that the house 
ought to respect its own proceedings, that 
the constitution required the house to shew 
that respect in all cases, except where any 
thing which it had done was manifestly er- 
roneous ; which could not be the case here, 
for it was not disputed, nor was there any 
difficulty to be found in the course of the 
proceeding insuperable, for the attorney- 
general might have the aid of many learned 
members in the house, as to the mode of 
framing the information. Considering dll 
these matters, considering the character of 
the house of commons, considering! the in- 
terest the public had taken in that character, 


and how essential to the public it was to 


preserve that character; but, above all, 
considering the most alarming danger of 
establishing a precedent by which any mini- 
ster of state, against whom any prosecution 
was ordered by a full house, might totally 
defeat that proceeding by a thinner house 
afterwards, under the pretence of a revision, 
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(for if this vote was rescinded now, there 
was nothing to hinder any other member 
from moving to rescind the impeachment 
altogether,) he felt himself called upon to 
support the present resolution of the house 
and to resist any attack made upon it under 
any pretence whatever, and the more es- 
pecially by those who had always professed 
an hostility towards every measure that tend- 
ed to the punishment of lord Melville, 
aid therefore he moved that the other orders 
of the day be now read. 

Mr. Hiley Addington said, he could not 
content himself with giving a silent vote on 
this occasion. Having formerly given an 
opinion, he was anxious now also to de- 
liver his sentiments, that it might not be 
supposed he meant to shrink from that 
line of conduct which he felt it his duty to 
adopt. It was not his intention to detain 
the house, but there was one single point 
which had been advyerted to, which he was 
sorry to have heard from a right hon. friend 
of his (Mr. Pitt), and upon which he would 
say afew words. He had thonght the mode 
of acriminal prosecution the best, because 
the most lenient: but his right hon. friend 

referred the other mode, as considering 
that the most Jenient. For his part, when 
he considered how impeachments had been 
protracted ; when he reflected on the em- 
barrassments thathad been occasioned by that 
mode of proceeding, he could not help think- 
ing that it might eventually occasion the noble 
lord’s ruin, even if he were acquitted, at 
which event no man would be more glad 
than himself. He could not but coincide 
in an observation which fell from a noble 
lord during the debate, that this was not 
the time to consider the merits of the case. 
He thought with him, that the time for such 
a discussion was past, and that the most 
considerate reflexion had already been given 
to this important subject. The present 
question was, whether the house should 
acta consistent part ? He did not contend 
but that occasions might arise when the 
Louse of commons might think it neces- 
sary to rescind its proceedings. An hon. 
baronet contended that the civil process had 
been determined on by the house and adopt- 
ed, but had afterwards been laid aside for 
acriminal prosecution, and that this was a 
precedent for reversing the criminal pro- 
cess, and substituting the other mode in its 
place. It was stated, in reply, by another 
hon. gent., that more new matter had arisen, 
which rendered the civil suit nagatory. What 
parliamentary matter had arisen to oc- 


casion them to rescind their former deter- 
mination, he professed he was at a loss 
to find out. The only question was a 
matter of choice as to which mode of 
proceeding should be adopted; neither of 
them was unconstitutional.—The right hon. 
gent. next remarked upon the singular 
conduct of his hon. and learned friend 
(Mr. Leycester), to whom, at the same 
time, he was far from imputing any im- 
proper motives: he contended, however, 
that he ought to have taken the opportu- 
nity of giving notice of his motion, when 
his right hon. friend (Mr. Bond) expressed 
his intention of making his proposition, 
He thought it incumbent on the house, 
for its own dignity, not to rescind its for- 
mer determination. It was with pain he 
had heard it stated by his right hon. friend 
the chancellor of the exchequer, that no 
intimation had been given of he intention 
to propose the amendment on the 11th. He 
believed his. right hon. friend, on farther 
consideration, would think otherwise, at 


least if he did not, he (Mr. Addington), 


must say that he had understood the matter 
otherwise. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer said a 
few words, but in so low a tone that we 
could not gather distinctly what he said ; 
we, however, understood him to have ob- 
served, that he only meant to state, that no 
public notice had been given of the inten- 
tion to propose the amendment. 

Mr. Robert Dundas (son of lord Melville), 
for one, had thought, and still did think, that 
the mode of prosecution by impeachment 
was that which should have been preferred : 
because, although it was so tedious, yet it 
was one most befitting the situation and rank 
of the person to be tried; and best calcu- 
lated to promote the ends of justice. It 
was the mode lord Melville himself wished 
for. With respect to notice having been 
given of another mode of prosecution being 
about to be moved for, he could assure 
gentlemen that lord Melville had been com- 
pletely ignorant of such a thing being about 
to take place, until two hours before ne 
entered the house on the day when the im- 
peachment was moved. As to the lenity 
of that species of prosecution ordered by 
the house, the gentleman who moved it 
night be actuated by such a motive; but 
for his own part he could not feel that there 
was any lenity in a proceeding that took 
lord Melville to a species of triak which was 
inconsistent with propriety, and with the 
rank which belonged to, him. He was 
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not bound to say that all the gentlemen who 
were for prosecuting, by means of the 
attorney-general, voted for this as the most 
lenient mode ; although he believed some 
voted with such views. He did not wish, 
unaccustomed as he was to speak in public, 
to trouble the house with.any more obser- 
vations; but he should conclude with vo- 
ting for the motion. ; 
Mr. Ker, said, that as 229 could not be 
made out to be more than 238, he should, 
for the sake of consistency, vote for the 
criminal prosecution. 
The house then divided on the motion for 
proceeding to the other orders of the day: 
Ayes- - - = = = 
Noes- - - - - = - - 166 
Majority for the impeachment 23 
The question for the impeachment was 
then carried without a division. After which 
it was ordered, That Mr, Whitbread do go 
to the lords; and at their bar, in the name 
of the house of commons, and of all the 
commons of the United Kingdom of Great- 
Britain and Ireland, impeach Henry lord 
viscount Melville of high crimes and mis- 
demeanours ; and acquaint them, that this 
house will, in due time, exhibit particular 
articles aysinst him, and make good the 
same.” — At two o'clock cn Wednesday 
morning the house adjourned. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, June, 26. 


[Minutes.]—The Land Tax Redemp- 
tion bill was read a second time, and com- 
mitted for to-morrow. — Moore’s Divorce 
bill was read a third time and passed.—Mr. 
Alexander brought up the Irish Civil List 
bill, and some other bills, which were read 
a first time.—Mr. Pitt’s Indemnity bill passed 
through the committee, and was reported.— 
Sir W. Scott brought up the Poor Clergy 
bill, which was read a first time.—Gardner’s 

Divorce bill passed through a committee, 
and was reporied.—The house resolved it- 
relf into a committee on the Stipendiary 
Curates’ bill. A conversation of somé 
Jengih ensued between the bishop of St. 
Asaph, the lord chancellor, the archbishop 
of Canterberry, the bishop of London, and 
lord Harrowby, relative ‘to various clauses 
and amendments; after which the b:J} passed 
threugh the committee, and the report was 
ordered to bo received to-morrow. 

or 
A message being atinounced trom the house 
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of commons, Mr, Whitbread introduced by 
the black rod, advanced to the bar, attended 
by Mr. Grey, lord Temple, lord H. Petty, 
Mr. Fox, Mr. Windham, Mr. H. Combe, 
sir R. Buxton, Mr. Shaw Lefevre, Mr. 
Creevey, Mr. Wilberforce, Mr. R. Thom. 
ton, Mr. Pelham, lord A. Hamilton, Mr, ° 
Curwen, Mr. Wm. Elliot, Mr. Bankes, 
sir W. W. Wynne, Mr. C. W. Wynne, Mr, 
Plumer, Mr. St. John, Mr James Martin, 
Mr. Tierney, Mr. G. Johnstone, Mr, P, 
Moore, sir W. Elford, sir W. Burroughs, 
lord Marsham, &c. As soon as Mr. Whit. 
bread reached the bar, he read the following 
message from the commons, and delivered 
it into the hands of the lord chancellor: 
“* my lords, in the name of the commons 
of the united kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland in parliament assembled, I am com. 
manded to impeach Henry lord viscount 
Meiville of high crimes and misdemeanors, _ 
And I do hereby, in their name, and in the 
name and behalf of all the commons of 
Great Britain and Ireland, impeach the said 
Henry lord viscount Melville of high crimes 
and misdemeanors. And, I am further 
commanded to acquaint your lordships, that 
the house of commons will, in due time, 
exhibit particula articles of impeachment 
against the saic cfenrylord viscount Melville, 
and make good the same.”—The members 
of the house of commons then withdrew. 
The message was read by the lord chancellor 
and deposited on the table.—Acjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, June 26. 


(Minutes. ]—The secretary at war pre- 
sented an account of the eifective strength 
of the regular army on the Ist of June, 
1805. Ordered to lie on the table, and to 
be printed—M. W. Dickenson_ presented 
certain accounts relative to naval stores in 
the dock-yards, pursuant to the order of the 
house. Ordered to lie on the table, and ‘to 
be printed—Mr. Rose brought up the re- 
port of the Thames Cartage and Ballastage 
bill. The amendments were agreed to, and 
the bill ordered to be read a third time.—A 
message from the lords informed the house, 
that their lordships had agreed to the Sea- 
men's Encouragement bill, and the Bark 
Stealing Prevention bill, without any amend- 
ments.—Mr. Johnson, from the office of 
chief secretary for Ireland, presented an 
account of the manner in which the sum of | 
500,0001. granted by the parliament of Ire- 
land to the dire¢tors general of inlawd navie 
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tion in Ireland had been disposed of. Or- 
dered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 
—The Sheffield Road bill, and the Poor 
Clergy bill, were read a third time and pass- 
ed.—Mr. R. Dundas brought up the bill for 
the improvement of Leith Harbour, which 
was read a first time.—The Irish Loyalist 
Compensation bill was read a third time and 
assed. Mr. Vansittart took that opportuni- 
ty of stating, that with respect to another 
commission to which allusion had been 
made on a former day, he had the assurance 
of the Irish government, that, as soon as 
the claims now before them should be dis- 
sed of, the commission would be put an 
end to, which would probably take place 
before the term fixed by the bill for the du- 
ration of the commission to which itreferred. 
—Mr. S. Bourne moved, that an humble 
address be presented to his majesty, that he 
would be graciously pleased to direct that a 
further account be made out of all sums is- 
sued by his majesty, pursuant to addresses 
of the house, which had not been made 
good by parliament. Ordered, and that the 
address be presented by such members of 
the house as are of his majesty’s privy coun- 
cil—Mr. Foster brought up a bill for regu- 
lating the collection of the customs in Ire- 
Jand, which was reada first time.—The Irish 
Infirmary, and the Bank Forgery bills, passed 
through committees, and were ordered to be 
reported to-morrow.—Mr. Foster brought 
up the Howth Harbour Improvement bill, 
which was read a first time.—The chancel- 
lor of the exchequer, pursuant to notice, 
moved for, and obtained leave, to bring in 
a bill to enable his majesty to appoint addi- 
tional commissioners for the better examin- 
ing and auditing certain accounts of Great- 
Britain —The house, on the motion of the 
chancellor of the exchequer. went into a 
committee of supply, to which the estimates 
presented on Tuesday, the petition respect- 
ing the Sierra Leone establishment, and the 
report of the committee respecting the naval 
asylum, were referred. In the ccu.mittee 
were votedthe sum of 14,000] for the Sierra 
Leone company ; 5000I. for prosecuting dis- 
coveries in the interior of Africa; 20,0001. 
for erecting a naval asylum ; and 91761. 3s. 
3d, Irish currency, as a provision for non- 
conforming ministers in Ireland, from the 
5th January, 1805, to the 5th January, 
1806. The house was then resumed, and 
the report ordered to be received to-morrow. 
—CGn the motion of Mr. Vansittart an ac- 
count was ordered of the amount of the net 
produce of ‘the permanent taxes laid on be- 


fore the year 1808. Also an account of the 
amount of duties of customs and excise 
charged as outstanding on the 5th of April, 
1804, and the 5th of April, 1805, respective- 
ly, distinguishing the permanent from the 


-temporary duties.—The house went into a 


committee of ways and means, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Vansittart, and resolved, that 
an additional duty should be laid on Spanish 
red wine imported into Ireland, in propor- 
tion to the additional duty laid on the same 
wine on its importation into Great Britain. 
The report was ordered to be received to- 
morrow.—In a committee of the whole 
house it was afterwards resolved, that it was 
expedient that such additional duty should 
be charged on such wine imported into Ire- 
land. ‘To be reported to-morrow. ‘The 
Paddington Canal Coal bill, the Warehous- 
ing bill, the 1,500,0001. Exchequer Bills 
bill, the 8,000,0001. Exchequer Bills bill, 
the 2,500,000]. Exchequer Bills bill, the 
Custom House Officers’ Fees Abolition bill, 
the English and Scotch Spirit Exportation 
bill, and the Cochineal Dust Duty bill, were 
read a second time, and ordered to be com- 
mitted to-morrow. : 

[IMpsacuMent oF Lorp 
Mr. /’hitlread, pursuant to the decision of 
the house last night, went up to the bar of 
the lords attended by a great nuniber of 
members, to acquaint their lordships, that 


jie had been commanded by the commons 


of the united kingdom in parliament assem- 
bled, to impeach Henry lord viscount Mel- 
ville of high crimes and misdemeanors. On 
his return, he acquainted the house, from 
the bar, that pursuant to the order of the 
speaker, he had gone to the bar of the 
house of lords, and impeached Henry lord 
viscount Melville, of high crimes and mis- 
demeanors ; and had also acquainted their 
lordships, that this house would, in due 
time, exhibit particular articles of impeach- 
ment against his lordship, and make good 
the same. Mr. Whiibread then moved, 
that a committee be appointed to prepare 
articles of impeachment against Henry lord 
viscount Melville, which was ordered—On 
the motion of Jord Temple, Mr. Whitbread 
was appointed one of the members of the 
committee; and on the motion of Mr. 
Whitbread, the following members were 
also appointed to the committee: viz. Mr, 
Fox, Mr. Grey, Mr. Sheridan, Lord Henry 
Petty, Lord Marsham, Mr. Giles, Lord 
Folkestone, Mir. Raine, Dr. Laurence, Mr: 
Creevey, Mr. Holland, Mr. Calcraft, Mr. 
Kinnaird, Lord Porchester, Lord Archibald 
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Hamilton, Mr. C. Wynne, Mr. Jekyll, Mr. 


Morris, and Lord Temple.—Mr. Whitbread 


then moved, that the tenth report of the 


commissioners of navalenquiry, and the re- 
_ port of the select committee on said report, 
be refered to said committee, which was or- 
dered. It was also ordered on the motion 
of Mr. Whitbread, that five of the commit- 
tee be a quorum; that the committee do 
meet at 10 o’clock to-morrow in the speaker's 
chamber ; that they have power to send for 
persons, papers, and records ; that they have 
‘power to adjourn from time to time, and 
trom place to place, and report from time to 
time, as it shall appear to them, to the 
house ; and that they shall have power to 
sit during the sitting of parliament, not- 
withstanding any adjournment of the house. 

[Wootten Manvuracrurer’s Brit. ]— 
Admiral Berkeley moved the order of the 
day for the third reading of the Woollen 
Manvfacturer’s bill, on which 

Mr. P. Moore moved that counsel should 
be called in and heard against the bill, but 
the speaker suggesting that the third reading 
of the bill, accotding to the order of pro- 
ceeding, should first be agreed to, and then 
previous to that reading the hon. member 
might introduce his motion. This form 
being therefore complied with, and it being 
ascertained by the serjeant at arms that 
‘counsel were waiting to be heard, the ques- 
tion was put for their admission. ‘This ques- 
tion Admiral Berkeley and Mr. Dickenson 
opposed on the ground of creating delay. 
It was a bill for the suspension of penalties 
that, by former acts of parliament, were 
liable to be imposed on the manufacturers 
for practices which the inierest of the trade 
required. The act passed for this purpose 
Jast session expired in the course of ten days, 
and were this not passed before that period, 
an opportunity would be given to such as 
might be so disposed, to molest and _perse- 
cute the manufacturers. 

Mr. P. Moere spoke in favour of the pe- 
titioning party. They were by no means 
anxious for delay, but on the contrary wish- 
ed the business to be settled. The bill had 
been before the house two years, and was 
intended to prevent the due execution of 
arts that ought, in the opinion of the peti- 
tioners, to be enforced, and were necessary 
to the preservation and prosperity of the 
trade. 

_ Mr. Wilberforce was friendly to the bill, 
but ct the same time thought it fair that the 
petitioners should have an opportunity of 
stating their wishes on the subject, and 
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therefore would give his vote for the ad. 
mission of counsel. The question however 
was negatived without a division, and the bill 
read a third time and passed.—-Adjourned, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, June 27. 


(Minutes.]—The lord chancellor, the 
duke Montrose, and lord Walsingham, sat 
as commissioners, and notified the royal’ 
assent to several public and private bills, 
Among the public bills were, the Irish: 
Stamp Duty bill, the Irish Malt Duty Bill, 
the Irish Spirit Licence bill, the London 
Fish Market bill, the Army Paymaster’s 
Regulation bill, the West-India Free Port 
bill, the lrish Election bill, &c.—The Clo- 
thiers’ bill, and the bill for regulating the 
corn trade between Great-Britain and Ire- 
land, were brought from the commons and 
read a first time.—Mr. Pitt's Indemnity bill 
was read a third time and passed. 

[Conpuct or Jupce Fox.] — Lord 
Hawkestury having moved the order of the 
day for the second reading of the bill for 
continuing the proceedings against Mr. Jus. 
tice Fox till next session, observed, that a 
noble lord, who was not now in in his place, 
had expressed his digapprobation of this 
measure. He was, however, at a loss to 
conceive on what ground any objection 
could be made to a bill which was so evi- 
dently calculated to promote impartial jus- 
tice with respect to the public, with re- 
spect to the petitioners, and with respect 
to the learned judge himself. He would 
do that learned judge the justice to say, 
that he had shewn every disposition on 
his part to meet the charge fairly, and to 
facilitate that investigation, which he was, 
doubtless, desirous should be completed as 
speedily as possible. With respect to the 
witnesses, it was obvious that much ex- 
pense would be saved, by rendering it un- 
necessary to bring back to. this country 
those who had already been examined. If 
it should appear that the bill would violate 
any broad constitutional principle, it cer- 
tainly ought not to pass; but it was far 
from having any such tendency. He re- 
minded their lordships that it was the prac- 
tice of the house to make a distinction be- 
tween measures which were strictly legis- 
lative, and those wl:ich were judicial. The 
Jatter were continued from session to.session, 
but the former always ceased upon a proroga- 
tion or dissolution. There were other mea- 
sures, which, though not strictly judicial, were 
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analogous to judicial proceedings ; and with 
respect to these, it had been the practice to 
pring in a bill for continuing them, to pre- 
yent the inconvenience of being obliged to 
renew them. Such a proceeding took place 
in the case of sir Thomes Rumbold, and 
also in that of Mr. Hastings. He could 
not see how this biJl was to interfere either 
with the prerogative or the privileges of the 
other house of parliament. It could not 
ass without the consent of the other bran- 
ches of the legislature, and when it had 
their consent it became their act. The 
only possible ground on which it appeared 
to him the bill could be consistently ob- 
jected to, was that of the charges against 
Mr. Justice Fox being of so trivial a na- 
ture as to deserve no farther investigation. 
Now to enable the house to form an opi- 
nion on this view of the subject, they had 
the ex parte evidence taken before the for- 
mer committee, to Which he should not 
have referred, had it not been made public 
at the desire of the learned judge, and also 
the whole of the evidence given at the bar 
on one of the charges:—In alluding to this 
last evidence, he should only say, in the 
words of the counsel for the petitioners, 
that, until their lordships heard what the 
learned and venerable judge had to say upon 
that evidence, no man could regard a single 
fact as proved. It would be very improper 
in him, or any one, to pretend to pro- 
nounce an opinion on the charge from 
that evidence ; but this he would say, that 
it appeared to afford ground for some. far- 
ther proceedings—for giving, at least, the 
learned judge an opportunity of explanation 
and vindication. ‘Though there was no pre- 
cedent that perfectly applied to the bill, 
the measure was supparted by its analogy 
to other cases. He therefore moved, that 
the bill be now read a second time.—The 
bill was then read, and ordered to be com- 
mitted. 

[Garpner’s Divorce Birt. ]—The Lord 
Chancellor quitted the woolsack, and called 
their Jordships serious attention to the stand- 
ing clause which the bill contained, and to 
the principle upon which provisions of the 
kind proceeded, What they were called 
upon to doin such cases, was to alter the 
legal qualities of one whose case was 
brought under the consideration of the le- 
gislature, not for its ewn demerits, but on 
account of the delinquency of the parent. 
Clauses of the kind should be sparingly 


inserted, There were instances he admit- | 
ted, in which the legislature could have no! 
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hesitation : such as where the husband was 
out of the country, or where a physical 
impossibility of any nature interfered. Be- 
sides the strong objections in point of legal 
principle, a provision of the kind was, in 
ninety-nine cases out of one hundred, un- 
necessary; as the persons interested had 
legal means in their power of perpetuating 
the testimony whose evidence they thought 
would establish the point in view. The 
noble lord then referred to some of the- 
relevant circumstances of the present case, 
as they had appeared in evidence, though 
apart of the testimony to which he re- 
ferred was of that kind that should be look- 


| ed at with caution and jealousy ; yet he had 


little doubt as to the result of that evidence. 
But then there was at least a possibility of 
the circumstance having been otherwise ; 
and the present was that particular case upon 
which the legislature should never proceed 
but upon the clearest possible evidence ; 
and, therefore, with reference to the prin- 
ciple he bad laid down, and to the moral 
rights of legislation, he would propose that 
the clase to which he had. adverted should 
be expunged. 

The Bishop of St. Asaph supported the 
leading observations of the noble lord on 
the woolsack.—The clause, on the ques- 
tion being put, was ordered to be expunged, 
and the bill was then read a third tyme and 
passed, 

[Orrexpers’ Escare — Their 
lordships having resolved into a committee 
op this bill, 

The petition of Mr. Justice Johnson, pre- 
sented ard read last night, against certait 
clauses of the bill, which went as stated to 
affect his case in the nature of an ex post 
facto law, and praying, as in the concluding 
terms of the petition, ‘ that his case might 
not be affected by a law which was not in 
existence at the time of the alleged offence,” 
was read.—Mr Adam and Mr.’ Parke were 
then heard, the former at considerable 
length, in support of Mr. Justice Johnson's 
petition. Mr. Adam went into a history 
of the former act to amend which the bilk 

efore the committee was intended ; also 
the case of his learned client, from the time 
of its first being brought under the consi- 
deration of the Irish courts of lav, to the 
present moment of its pending in the Court 
of King's Bench in England. He dwelt 
upon the consideration of the bill in its pre- 
sent shape, going to affect the learned 
judge’s case in the form of an ex post facto 
law; adverted to the point, that the act 
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under which he was to be tried, afforded 
no power of compelling the attendance of 
witnesses from Ireland, argued for the pro- 
priety of trying the learned judge before 
an Irish court of law, in a country where 
his person, character, and conduct, were 
better known, than they could possibly be 
in this. The learned counsel enforced 
‘principally these leading considerations, with 
is usual talents and scientific knowledge. 
‘—Mr. Parke supported the arguments of his 
learned brother. He dwelt forcibly on the 
objectionable considerations of an ex post 
'faetolaw, and adverted to the circumstance 
of there being no act before the 44th of the 
king, by which the learned judge could be 
tried in an English court of justice ; and 
stated, that the learned judge had no op- 
petty of being heard before the other 
ouse of parliament, because the clauses 
he principally objected to were not intro- 
duced till the third reading of the bill, when 
they were added by way of riders.—Mr. 
Adam, in the course of his address, re- 
ferred to sorhe clauses, the introduction of 
which, he humbly submitted, vould, on 
the others being expunged, render the bill 
unobjectionable in the way complained of 
by the learned petitioner —Their lordships 
‘then proceeded to the discussion of the pro- 
visions ; and several amendments, chiefly 
verba]} were made, on the suggestion of the 
chancellor. 

The Earl of Westmeath, confessing him- 

self not adequate to the task, said he would 
not trouble the committee with any law 
‘observations upon the subject, but begged 
leave to move the introduction. of one or 
‘two clauses, which, we believe, were si- 
milar to those adverted to by the learned 
counsel. 

The Lord Chancellor observed, that what 
was now proposed, brought on the ques- 
tion of the desired amendments, and the 

_ proposed clauses. The adoption of those 
as proposed, he fglt it his duty to resist, 
as nothing could be more true, or clearer 
in law, than that for a libel published -ia 
England, one could duly be tried by the 
laws of this country. He meant not now 
to go into the consideration of the general 
law, as relating to the publication of libels, 
but merely to say that he knew enough 
to be convinced, that were he or any man 
to write a libel in London, and publish the 

’ same in York, or vice versa, no lawyer 
could say that such would not involve twa 
distinet offences, and ‘for which the libeller 
might be trigd either in the counties of 
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York or Middlesex. With respect to the 
idea thrown out that there was no oppor. 
tunity of compelling the attendance of 
witnesses, he observed, it was the genera 
duty of all his Majesty’s subjects fo attend 
in the king’s courts of law, and that the 
process issued was the only means of com. 
pelling such due attendance. With respect 
to certain other considerations, which had 
been adverted to as applicable to the bill 
in question, he should certainly give the 
points his best attention, and try whether 
he could not, either on the report or on the 
third reading propose a clause, which would 
be the means of doing ample justice to the 
country, and to the individual concerned; 
as he freely admitted, justice could not be 
done to the country, if it were with-held 
from the individual. What he proposed 
would go to obviate any thing which might 
result from the present bill, in the way of 
construction, to prejudice the pending 
cause adverted to, and afford the party the 
means of compelling the attendance of wit- 
nesses on his behalf.—After some farther 
observations from the lord chancellor, the 
clauses proposed by the noble earl, who 
seemed to express himself satisfied with the 
tendency of what fell from the noble and 
learned lord, were negatived. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, June 27. 


{Minutes ]—Mr. Serjeant Best gave no- 
tice that he should postpone his motion on 
the eleventh report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry which stood for Monday, to 
Thursgay.—Mr. Giles brought up the re- 
port of the committee on the Bank Forgery 
bill, The amendments were agreed to, and 
the bill ordered to be read a third time to- 
morrow.—The Leith Harbour bill was read 
asecond time, and ordered to be committed 
to-morrow.—Lord Glenbervie reported from 
the committee of secresy, to whom so much 
of the eleventh report of the commnissioners 
of naval enquiry, as relates to the adyance 
of one hundred thousand pounds for a secret 
naval service, was referred; and who were 
empowered to report their opinion and ob- 
servations thereupon to the house; that the 
committee had considered the matter to 
them referred, and had come to a resolution 
thereupon, which they had directed him 
to report to the hovse; and he read the 
report in his place, and afterwards delivered 
itin atthe table, where the same was ready 
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the resolution of the committee is as 

viz. Resolved, That it is the 
opinion of this committee, that the said 
100,000], was advanced for an object to 

which the supplies granted for naval services 
were applicable ; that the application thereof 
to that object was a measure in which the 

interests and honour of this country were 

concerned ;. that it was issued by the comp- 
troller of the navy under orders from the 
Jords of the treasury, with the knowledge and 
authority of the first lord of the admiralty, 

and in the fittest mode for answering the 
end proposed; that the clearing bill for 

95,0001., part of the said sum of 100,000l., 

was granted on just and proper grounds ; 

that the circumstances of the application of 

the money were of such a nature, that a 
disclosure of them, either at the period 

when they took place, or at any time since, 

would have been attended with public in- 

convenience ; that it must be matter of re- 

gret, if any thing has occurred in the mean 

time which may have tended, in any degree, 

to such a disclosure ; and that the reasons 

against such disclosure still continue, and 

render it the duty of the committee to ab- 

stain from entering into any farther particu- 
lars on the subject.” Ordered, that the 

said report do lie upon the table, and be 

printed for the members of the house.—The 

British Museum bill for the purchase of the 

Townleian collection was committed, and 

the report was: ordered to be received to- 

morrow. — Mr. Sturges Bourne obtained 

leave to bring in a bill to enable the commis- 

-sioners of his majesty’s treasury to purchase 
certain grounds aid premises adjoining the 
town hall of Westminster, for public pur- 

poses. The bill was afterwards brought in, 
read a first time, and the second reading or- 

dered for to-morrow.—Lingham’s Divorce 

bill was read a second time. Evidence being 
heard to prove that Mrs. Lingham was out 
of the kingdom, the service on her mother, 

Mrs, Dixon, was declared to be good ser- 

vice.—In pursuance of a message from their 

lordships, the speaker attended in the house 

of lords, and on his return informed the 

‘house, that the royal assent had been given 
by commission to the Lottery bill, the Ad- 

-ditional Stamp Duty bill, the Spanish Red 
‘Wine Duty bill, the Loyaity Loan bill, the 
Postehorse Farming Duty. bill, the Irish Malt 
Duty bill, the Irish Licence -bill, the Com- 

missioners of Taxes bill, the Paymaster Ge- 

nerals Regulation bill, the Auditors Accounts 

> bill, the West India Imports and Exports 
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Irish Militia Pay bills, the Irish Compensa- 
tion Commissioners bill, the Militia Subal- 
terns bill, and a number of private bills.— 
On the motion of Mr. Huskisson, the house 
went into committees on the act relative to 
the drawbacks on sugar, and on the act re- 
lative to the duty on hops. The reports of 
these committees were ordered to be receiv- 
ed to-morrow.—On the motion of Mr. 
Whitbread, Mr. Serjeant Best was ordered 
to be added to the committee, to whom was 
entrusted the drawing up of the articles of 
impeachment against lord Melville Mr, 
Whitbread gave notice, that to-morrow he 
should move for leave to bring in a bill to 
indemnify Mr. Trotter from the penalties he 
| had incurred by the acts detailed in the tenth 
report of the commissioners of naval enqii- 
' ry.—On the motion of the secretary at war, 


‘for enabling his majesty to keep in full pay 
the officers of the militia, notwithstanding 
the reduction.—Colonel Stanley introduced 
a clausey empowering his majesty, where 
the establishment of 2 militia regiment con- 
sisted of a colonel, two lieutenaut-colonels, 
and two majors, in case of the death or re- 
signation of one of the majors, to retain 
the junior licutenant-colonel with his own 
rank, but with the pay of majoralone. By 
this measure the hon. colonel contended, 
that his majesty would frequently be enabled 
to retain a valuable officer, who would other- 
wise be lost to the service. After a few 
words from the: secretary at war and lord 
‘Temple, the clause was agreed to, and the 


dered to be received to-morrow.—On the 
motion of Mr. Rose, it was ordered. that 
the house should, to-morrow, go into a 
committee on the act relating to the draw- 
backs on the exportation of linens from 
Great Britain —The Custom House Fees bill, 
and the Warehouse bill, went through com- 
mittees, and the reports were ordered to be 


a bill for imposing additional duties on straw 
bonnets, &c. imported into Great Britain ; 
and Mr. D. Giddy a bill for encouraging tue 
Pilchard fishery, which weve read a first 
time, and ordered to be read a second time 
to-morrow.—Mr. Paull gave notice, that to- 
morrow he should move for papers relative 
to the appointment in India of the hon. 
Henry Wellesley.—Mr. S, Bourne brought 
in a bill for purchasing groznd in Old Pc- 
lace-yard, &¢. which was read a first time, 
and ordered to be read a second time to- 
morrow.-~The house went into a committee 


bill, the Irish Freehold bill, the British an 
Va. V. 


the house went into a committee on the bill 


| house having resumed, the report was or-. 


received to-morrow.—Mr. brought in 
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on the Irish Loan act, the report of which 
was ordered to be réceived to-morrow.— 
Colonel Craufurd, adverting to the returns 
of the effective strength of the regular army 
that had been laid on the table yesterday, 
observed that in the last return the recruits 
at the foreign depot in Great Britain for the 
regiments on foreign service were stated as 
part of the effective strength of those regi- 
ments, while in the early returns they were 
not included, so that the house would be 


-unab'e to judge accurately of the compara- 


tive strength of our regular army at differ- 
ent periods ; he therefore moved, that there 


. te laid before the house a return of the 


number of recruits for regiments on foreign 
service at the foreign depdt on the Ist of 
January, 1804, Ist of January, 1805, and 
Ist of June, 1806; observing that as these 
returns could with ease be made by to-mor- 
row, he should not be obliged to delay his 
motion on account ef them.—The secretary 
at war said, that in the returns of the two 
first periods in the hon. colonel’s motions, 
those recruits (amounting then to 1000 men) 
had nat been included in the return of the 
last period, (to the amount of 2600 men) 
they had been included. Colonel Craufurd’s 
motion was then agreed to—The Dublin 
Harbour Improyement bill was read a second 


‘time, and ordered to be cominitted to-mor- 
~ yow.—On the motior of Mr. Foster, it was 


ordered that the house should to-morrow go 
into a committee’ on that part of a certain 
act which related to military surveys in Ire- 
Jand.— Mr. Orinsby brought up the report of 


' the committee of supply, ‘the resolutions of 


which were read and agreed to, and bills or- 
dered accordingly — The Exchequer Bills 
bill went through a committee, in which a 
clause was introduced on the motion’ of the 
chancellor of the exchequer, ‘to indemnify 
the bank for advancing money on the exche- 
quer bills of the year 1803:° The occasion 
of this cliuse was, that among the occasions 
of the vote of credit for that year, ‘stated in 
the preamble of the bill, the invasion then 
apprehended was mentioned as the first,“ In 
engrossing the ‘bill, by an inadvertance of 
which this was not the only instance, all the 


ether occasions but ‘the invasion’ were left 
‘out.’ As there cauld’ be no doubt that the 


objects of parliament in passing the vote‘ of 
credit were nit restricted to thie event of the 
invasion the money had heen advanced ; and 


§t was not till fately, from the effect 
rec 


of events that had‘ recently L:appened, that 
it occurred to them to’ desire 4s indemnity, 
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which there could be no doubt the house 
would grant for their satisfaction. The 
clause was agreed to. The reports were oy. 
dered to be received to-morrow.—Mr. Lam) 
from the South-Sea company presented to 
the house, pursuant to orders, an account 
of the amount of all unclaimed dividends on 
the public funds, which were receivable be- 
fore 10th of October 1780, remained un. 
paid on 30th September and 31st December 
in the same year, and have since been paid 
at the South-Sea House; and also, an ace 
count of the amount of all unclaimed divi. 
dends on the several annuities payable at the 
South-Sea House, which were receivable 
before the 10th of October 1802, and re: 
mained unpaid on 30th September and 31st 
December in the same year; and also, an 
account of all stocks standing at the Soutk- 
Sea House in the name of the accountant 
general of the court of chancery or the de- 
puty remembrancer of the court of exche. 
quer, in trust for the suitors of those courts 
respectively ; made up to the Ist of October 
1804. Ordered that the said accounts do 
lie upon the‘table—Mr. Bulle from the ex. 
chequer presented to the house, pursuant to 
their address to his majesty, an account of 
all monies which had been issued by his ma- 
jesty’s orders, pursuant to the addresses of 
the house of commons, and which have not 
been made good by parliament ; with a du- 
plicate. Ordered, that the said account do 
lie upon the table-—Mr. Huskisson present- 
éd to the house, pursuant to their orders, re- 
turn of the number of men raised for the 
new levies between the Ist January and 1st 
May 1805, which are included in the adju- 
tant general’s return of recruits raised dur- 
ing that period, by the ordinary mode of 
recruiting ; and also, return of the number 
of men'who had yolanteered from the mili- 
tia into the regulat army under the act of 
the 10th April 1805, who are included in 
the adjutant general's return’ of the effective 
strength of the army on the Ist of May 
1805. Ordered, that the said returns do he 
upon the table ; and be printed for the mem, 
bers of the house. 
[Duke or Arxott's Craim.] — The 
chancellor of the exchequer moved the 
cond reading of thie duke of Atholl’s Com- 
pensation bill, which was opposed‘by 
“Mr. Curwen,’ who alleged that the 
creasing revenue, which was‘ oné supposed 
groand ‘of compensation, “arose ‘not out of 
the prosperity, but oat of ‘the misfortunes 
of the country, and that therefore his gracg 
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had not a fair claim upon the public. He 


-moved that the bill be committed this day 


three months. 

Mr. Fuller suggested the propriety of ap- 
pointing commissioners to~-enquire into the 
facts of the case, and report thereon to the 
house before the passing of the bill. 

Mr. Davies Giddy did not deny that the 
noble duke had lost most splendid honours, 
but he denied that he had sustained any loss 
in property. 

~ Mr. Windham said that there was not the 
Jeast appearance of a case made out on the 
partof the noble claimant. By the natural 
and fair exercise of our own power, we had 
so diminished the revenues of this island, 
that his grace voluntarily sold his inheritance 
for what was then a full compensation for 
hisannual loss of income; he was neither 
compelled by Mr. Grenville nor any other 
person.—The question was then put, and 
the numbers were for the second reading 50, 
against it 12, majority 38, after which the 
bill was ordered to be committed to-mor- 
row. 

[Smuccitine Prevention On 
the order of the day for the third reading of 
this bill, counsel was called in on behalf of 


‘the petitioners against the bill. Mr. Plomer 


appeared as counsel for the petitioners against 
it, from the islands of Jersey, Guernsey, 
Alderney, and the Isleof Man ; and repre- 
sented their use at considerable length. He 
went into the various charters, and tenures, 
by which the islands of Jersey and Guernsey 
were held by the crown of England, and 
maintained, that the parliament of England 
were not entitled to legislate internally for 
those islands, which had always internal re- 
gulations of theirown. He dwelt very par- 
ticularly on the rights of the island of 
Guernsey ; and maintained, that this island 
having, as well as Jersey, been under the 
dominion of the dukes of Normahdy, be- 
fore the conquest of England, by William 
I and being the only part of the original pos- 
sessions of that conqueror, now under the 
British crown, they had ‘as good, if not a 
better right, originally to legislate for Great 
Britain then, than Great Britain had to legis- 
late for them. He then stated the length of 
time in which those islands had been in 
possession of this commerce, without which, 
they would, in fact, have no trade at all, 
and be deprived of their subsistence. Nei- 
ther woud it be ultimately beneficial to the 
revenue ; for, though the provisions of the 
billwou'druin those islands for ever, yet the 
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of peace, the same trade would inevitably 
be transferred to the opposite coast of 
France.—After the counsel had withdrawn : 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer rose, 
and said, that he had listened very attentive- 
ly to the speech of the learned counsel, and 
as many of the points urged by him wore an 
air of argument and novelty that might ap- 
pear to deset¥e some consideration, he 
should have no objection, if it was desir- 
able to members, to postpone further pro- 
ceedings on the bill till to-morrow. At the 
same time, he considered, that the right of 
a British parliament to legislate for those is- 
lanc,, was established by long usage, and 
precedents in number, beyond all possibility 
of doubt. He therefore moved, that the 
third reading of the bill be postponed till to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Windham rose, he said, with his 
mind strongly impressed by the very forcible 
arguments which he had just heard from 
the learned counsel at the bar, many of 
which, even in a constitutional view, re- 
quired very serious consideration, and, on 
the ground of policy, suggested the necessi- 
ty of proceeding with cautious delibera- 
tion, before a law was adopted creating 
crimes subject to very severe punishments, 
and suddenly operating too upon a people to 
whom it would be totally new, and to 
whom, without some more reasonable warn- 
ing, it would, no doubt, be productive of 
many serious and vexatious embarrassments 
in the way of their trade, Revenue was 
certainly a good thing fora minister to look 
to; and smuggling was a very great evil, 
which required the greatest vigilance and 
exertion for its prevention: but in this case 
there were other considerations also to be 
looked to ; and first, whether this bill could 
be fairly considered as a constitutional in- 
fringement upon the alleged independence. 
of those islands inhabited certainly by a peo- 
ple of a very ardent spirit, and who had long 
manifested their loyalty. aud attachment to 
this realm, and to whom, perhaps, at this 
particular crisis, it might not be altogether 
wise to give any feasible cause of irritation, 
by the passing a law which could not fail to 
operate vexatiously, if it was to have any 
very speedy effect, and the motives for 
which, the people on.whom it would ope- 
rate, had not fully or fairly before them : 
and, secondly, whether in grasping at mo- 
ney, we might not risk the loss of the is- . 
lands. He was not going to question at this 
moment the right of the country to legislate 


eventual effect would be, that, at the return | for those islands, the right of the strong over 
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the weak. It was to the prudence of the 
proceeding at this particular crisis that his 
. doubts were directed. He took shame to 
himself, that he had not attended to the 
previous progress of the bill, but he thought 
the objections to it were in no inconsiderable 
degree increased, by the proposed law being 
brought in as a clause in anotper bill, instead 
of being, as it ought, a distinct measure, 
and being brought forward at so late a pe- 
riod in the session. He was glad, however, 
the right hon. gent had agreed to postpone 
proceeding, but thought it should be to a 
more distant day. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer answer- 
ed, that with respect to the right of a Bri- 
tish parliament to legislate for those islands, 
no doubt whatever could exist, asthe 
right had been established time. imme- 
morial by usage and precedent. He did not 
feel it necessary to go quite so far back, as 
the learned counsel in tracing the question. 
But it would be found, on recurring to the 
rolls of parliament, in the reign of Edward 
the IJId. and to the statutes of queen Anne, 
that the British parliament had passed laws 
imposing duties on, and otherwise legislat- 
ing internally for those islands, That the 
act of habeas corpus, in the reign of Charles 
' HI. extended its operations to those islands by 
name, inthe same manner as in this coun- 
try, and that an act of the 2d of George II. 
imposed a sixpenny duty on ships in théir 
ports, for the support of Greenwich hospi- 
tal, to be collected by officers within their 
islands ; and here again was internal legis- 
lation. The act of settlement also arinexed 
those islands to the British dominions, and 
required that all civil and military officers 
within those islands, should take the oaths 
of allegiance to the British crown; there- 
fore the question of legislative right was put 
beyond all doubt. He was aware of the 


hon. gent.’s observation, as to the ardent 


spirit of the inhabitants of those islands ; 
that one was more jealous than the other of 
its aristocratical dignity, on the ground of 
high descent, and that the ether might feel 
jealousy on the score of what they called 


the rights of fair trade ;—very different con-. 
struction, however, from that species of 


commerce, from what it usually bore in this 
evuntry. However, it would not be denied, 
that revenue was a matter of most material 
_ eonsideration to this country in the midst of 
a war; and when it was remembered, that 
the loss of tevenue occasioned to the coun- 
try by the smuggling trade, carried on 
throngh the medium of those islands, was 
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teas 


not trivial, but enormous, he trusted the 
house would feel the necessity of adoptin 
effectual checks for reducing the commerce 
of those islands to the same controul with al] 
the other branches of his majesty’s dornin. 
ions, That the measure had not been dis. 
cussed sooner was not his fault : it was intro. 
duced early in the session, and printed above 
a month; there was a petition against it be. 
fore the house for a considerable-time, and 
the parties were at liberty to come forward. 
by their counsel, if they had so thought fit, 
in any former stage of the bill, without wait. 
ing to the very last stage. 

Mr. Grey coincided in the objections of 
his right hon. friend (Mr. Windham) and 
said, there was one point urged by the coun. 
sel, which struck him as a circumstance for 
very mature consideration ; namely, that of 
bringing persons from withinthe jurisdiction. 
of their own laws and government for crimes 
created by this bill, and trying them before 
a British court and jury. He would admit 
that smuggling was there carried on toa 
most mischievous extent. He lived ona 
part of the coast where he had opportunities 
of knowing the fact; but he thought it 
would be wise to try if the evil could not be 
checked by other means, without resorting 
to a measure of this nature. Were it in 
time of peace, the only effect would most 
probably be to transfer the trade now carried 
on at those islands to the French coast; but 
in a period of war, and when these islands 
were to this country so valuable as a com- 
mercial medium, no risks should be run of 
a loss infinitely greater than any benefit to be 
derived through the operation of this bill. 

Mr. Fellowes allowed it was a strong bill ; 
but it was admitted by all who best knew 
the extent of the evil, that nothing but a 
strong measure could check it. 

Mr. Sturges Bourne thought it rather a 
strange argument to offer to a British parlia- 
ment, that the independence of those islands 
was less injured by being governed under the 
more arbitrary principle of edicts from -the 
king in council, than under the constitution- 
al protection of aBritish parliament. With 
respect to the observation of the hon. mem- 
ber who spoke last but one, namely, the 
bringing persons ‘out of the jurisdiction of 
Guernsey and Jersey to be tried in England 
for crimes committed within that jurisdic 
tion, it was by no means intended by this 
bill; and if the clause was thought to be 
worded so as to convey that meaning, it 
would certainly be modified, for it was 
meant that all crimes committed within those 
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jurisdictions should be aiso tried there. —The 


further proceeding on the bill was deferred 


til] to-morrow.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 28. 


(Minutes. ]—Pursuant to the order of 
the day, their lordships resolved intg a com- 
mittee of privileges, and lord Walsingham 
having taken the chair, the solicitor general 
was heard at considerable length, in support 
of the evidence adduced by the duke of Rut- 
Jand, and on behalf of his title to the above 
barony, towards his conclusion. He said 
he trusted he had made out to the satisfac- 
tion of their lordships, all those propositions 
that proved the noble duke to be entitled to 
the barony; that he had always held the 
barony by tenure, being possessed of the 
territory by which it was constituted ; that 
abarony, so held, could not descend to the 
heirs general, except accompanied by the 
territory ; and that he held it impossible that 
the noble petitioner, lady Henry Vitzgerald, 
could support her claim. The chairman was 
then ordered to leave the chair. The farther 
consideration of the case was postponed, 
and the house resumed.—The bills upon the 
table were forwarded in their several stages, 
and several bills brought up from the com- 
mons, were read a first time.—The lord 
chancellor having proposed the recommit- 
ment of the Stipendiary Curates’ bill, their 
lordships accordingly resolved into a commit- 
teeon thesame. Some further alterations 
and amendments were made, principally on 
the suggestion of the lord chancellor, and in 
the course of some discussion on the differ- 
ent points between his lordship and the bi- 
shop of St. Asaph ; after which the house 
resumed, and the report was ordered to be 
received to-morrow.—The Irish Civil List 
bill, and the Poor Clergy Relief bill, seve- 
rally went through committees of the whole 
house, and were ordered to be reported.— 
The second reading of the Irish Revenue 
Regulation bill was, on the motion of lord 
Hawkesbury, postponed for three months. 
The principal reason assigned by the noble 
secretary of state was, that commissioners 
being appointed to enquire regularly into the 
subject, affected by the bill, it would be de- 
sirable to have the report of those commis- 
sioners before parliament previous to the 
passing such a bill as that in question. « 

[Wootten Manuracrurers’ Petition.) 
—A petition was presented from certain pet- 


‘sons, whose names were thereuntosubscribed, 


NO 


by lord Walsingham, against the bill, now 
pending before their lordships, for continu- 
ing the suspension of prosecutions until the 
first day of Mareh next, of certain persons 
engaged in the woollen manufacture, &c. 
praying that the same may not pass intoa 
law; and for leave to be heard by counsel 
against the same. The prayer of the peti- 
tion was strongly opposed by 

The Duke of Montrose, who observed, 
that with respect to the laws which had been 
passed relative to the machinery employed in 
the trade, which made part of the subject of 
the bill, it might be desirable to repeal, or 
modify them. On that, however, he meant 
not then to give an opinion; but, with re- 
gard to the acts, which authorised the en 
forcing penalties for the use of machinery in 
the woollen trade, it was deemed expedient, 
under the circumstances, to suspend prose- 
cutions, which might have arisen, by an an- 
nual bill ; and this mode of proceeding took 
place for the two last years, that now before 
their lordships went to continue that suspen- 
sion for a short time longer, only till the ‘1st 
of March next, as it was proposed, the ge- 
neral ‘subject should be taken up early in the 
next session. Were the present bill not to 
pass, an immediate burthen would be 
thrown upon those it was meant to relieve, 
as the act, at present in force, would expire 
on the Ist day of July. ‘The noble duke 
moved that the bill be now read a second 
time. 

Lord Holland thought the usual practice of 
hearing petitioners by councel, should not be 
departed fron in this instance. 

Lord Hawkesbury stated the grounds of 
dispute between the manufacturers and. the 
workmen, to consist in the introduction of 
machinery, which was prohibited by various 
old statutes that had long ceased to. be en- 
forced. It was a question of considerable 
difficulty, whether these statutes should be 
wholly repealed, or how they might be so 
modified as to remove all reasonable grounds 
of complaint on either side. 

Lord Holland professed himself to be sa= 
tisfied with the explanation just given by his 
noble friend, and said, he only regretted that 
the bill did not go to the total repeal of the’ 
statutes in question. 

The Lord Chancellor was adverse to the 
principle of suspension bills, and expressed 
his satisfaction at the implied pledge that the 
general subject was proposed to be taken up 
early in the next session, was agreed to. by 
the house. The bill was then read a second 
time and committed for to-morrow. 
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or Juper Fox.]—Their lord- 
ships resolved into a committee on the bill 
for continuing the proceedings in the case.of 
Mg, Justice Fox, inthe next session of par- 
liament. Some amendments were proposed 
by the earl of Radnor, the principal one of 
which was in the preamble of the bill, and 
adverted to the acts, with reference to which 
the house had ‘proceeded in the case. To 


this no objection seemed to be urged; but 


the noble earl having, in the first instance, 
in his amendment, called their lordships 
** the house of peers,” the phrase was ob- 
pact to, as not the most proper, particular- 
b 
Earl Stanhope, who said they were not a 
house of peers, but a house of lords; be- 


_ cause, for instance, the bishops were not 
' peers, but lords of parliament. 


Lord Hawkesbury had no particular ob- 
jection to the phrase, but thought the appel- 
lation most frequently used should be adopt- 
ed. This he conceived to be “ the house of 
Jords,” and such wording he had used in the 


first instance. 


The Lord Chancellor thought, upon the 
whole, the term house of lords to be prefer- 
able: In a legislative sense, the house col- 
lectively, was always termed, ‘‘ the lords 
spiritual and temporal.”—The alteration in 
the earl of Radnor’s first amendment was 
accordingly made, and the bill, after receiv- 
ing some further amendments, was agreed 


‘to by the committee, and ordered to be re- 


‘ported to-morrow. 

(Trust Monies. ]—Earl Stanhope called 
the attention of their lordships to a topic, 
‘which, he conceived, strongly called for 
some legislative interposition. He alluded 


‘to the circumstance of monies being vested 


on trust to a considerable amount, with re- 
spect to which, in consequence of trustees 
becoming bankrupt, or otherwise failing in 
their circumstances, injurious effects might 
arise. To prevent these was the object of 
the bill he should propose, and which, in 
his own opinion, and in those of many peers 
he had consulted on the subject, was very 
desirable. The bill was very short; its 
leading provision was, to enable the parties 
interested to petition the lord high chancel- 
lor for the time being, who was authorised 
by the bill to give the necessary relief. He 
then presented his bill, which was entitled, 
«« an act for the better securing of trust mo- 


“The Lord Chancellor observed , that though 


a bill might be very short, a great deal might | 


be done. by it. With respect to the legisla- 
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tive measure proposed by ‘the noble earl; he 


did not object to its principle, but imagined 


it might require. some amendments in ; 
phraseology.—The bill was then read a firgt 
time, and ordered to be printed. The re. 
maining orders of the day were then dis. 
posed of, and some private business transact. 
ed; after which the house adjourned till to. 
moriow, 


_ HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, June 28. 


[Minutes.]—Mr. Dickinson, jun. pre. 
sented to the house, pursuant to their orders, 
copies of the reports which have been made 
to the navy board by the officers of the dock 
yards, on examining the Stetin timber, 
which was used on his majesty’s ships some 
years since by way of experiment to ascer. 
tain its durability ; and also, an account of 
sums paid for repairs of the ships therein. 
mentioned, shewing to whom such sums 
were paid, and the years in which paid, to- 
gether with the price which each of the 
ships would have cost if built by contract at 
the respective periods ; and also, an account 
shewing the price of timber in the king's 
yards on the 18th of February 1801, and 
the advances which have been siace made 
thereon—the advantages given by the altera- 
tion in the mode of measurement and qua- 
lifications are shewn in money ; and also, 
an account of the prices given for oak tim- 
ber in a rough state, delivered at his imajes- 
ty’s dock yards ; and also, an account of the 
qualifications and prices of sided timber, 
Together with a schedule of the said papers : 
and the said schedule was read. Ordered, 
that the said papers do lie upon the table.— 
Mr. Sturges at brought up the report’ 
of the committees on the act relative to the 
duties on foreign crown and- plate glass, 
Leave was given to bring in a bill for laying 
an additional duty of 2s. Od. a foot on every 
foot, superficial measure, of all foreign 
rough plate glass, and ground or polished 
plate or crown glass imported into Great 
Britain ; and also an additional duty of. cus- 
toms of one shilling on every foot superficial 
measure, of German sheet glass imported into 
Great Britain. —Mr. Sturges Bourne reported 
from.the committee of the whole house, to 
whom it was referred to consider of so much 
of an act, made in the 43d year of his pre- 
sent majesty, as charges a duty on hops, the. 
resolution which the committee had direct- 
el him to report to the house; which he 
read in his place, and afterwards delivered in 
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at thetable, where the same was read, and 
agreed to by the house, and is as followeth, 
viz. Resolved, that one halfpenny of the 
duty of two-pence-halfpenny per pound 
weight avoirdupois, charged by the said act 
on bops the growth of Great Britain, do 
cease and determine. Ordered, that a bill 
be brought in upon the said resolution ; and 
that Mr. Sturges Bourne, Mr. Huskisson, 
and Mr. Alexander, do prepare, and bring 
in, the same.—Mr. John Latouche reported 
from the committee, to whom the bill to 
repeal several acts, passed in the parliament 
of Ireland, for regulating the baking trade 
in the city and county of Dublin, and liber- 
ties thereof, and for better regulating the 
said trade; and for preventing frauds in the 
buying and selling of corn, was committed ; 
that the committee had examined the allega- 
tions of the bill, and found the same to be 
‘true; and that the committee had gone 
through the bill, and made several amend- 
ments thereunto, which they had directed 
him to report tothe house; and he read 
the report in his place, and afterwards de- 
Jivered the bill, with the amendments, in at 
the table, where the amendments were read, 
and agreed to by the house. Ordered, that the 
bill, with the amendments, be ingrossed.— 
Mr: Blackburne, of Lancashire, according to 
order, reported from the committee of the 
whole house, to whom the bill to explain 
and amend an act, made in the last session 
of parliament,. to reguiate the importation 
and exportation of corn, and the bounties 
and duties payable thereon, was committed ; 
the amendments which the committee had 
made to the bill, and which they had direct- 
ed him to report to the house ; and he read 
the report in his place, and afterwards de- 
livered the bill, with the amendments, in at 
the table, where the report was read. After 
a Jong conversation, in which Mr. M‘Dowal, 
Mn Fergusson, Mr. Rose, Mr. Patteson, 
lord A. Hamilton, sir John Sinclair, and 
Mr. Giddy, took a part, an amendment was 
Made on the suggestion of Mr. M‘Dowal, 
in the clause relating to the mode of taking 
the average price for exportation and impor- 
tation inta Scotland, which is now to be 
taken in virtue of the clavise so amended, 
froin the average of the twelve maritime 
counties of England and Wales, instead of 
the sixteen niaritime districts of Great Bri- 
tain; the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time on Monday’—Mr. Sheridan moved, 
that the order of the day, for the house'to re- 
sa itself into a committee of the whole 

pse, upon the bill for settling and securing 
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a certain annuity on John, now Duke of 

Atholl, and such person or persons as would - 
for ever hereafter, for the time being, have 
been lord or lords of the Isle of Man, if the 
same had not been re-vested in his majesty, 
by an act passed in the fifth year of his. 
reign, be now read. Mr. Curwen said, he 
could not consent to go into the committee, 
The house divided :- for going into the com- 
mittee, 50; against it, 22. The house then 
went into the committee. The proposed 
compensation was agreed to, and the report 
ordered to be received on Monday.—A pe- 
tition of William Lingham, the younger, 
was presented to the house, and read; set- 
ting forth, that, by an order of the house, 
made on the second reading of the ingrossed 
bill from the lords, intituled, An act to dis- 
solve the marriage of William Lingham, the 
younger, with Eliza Lingham, his now 
wife, and to enable him to marry again, and 
for other purposes therein mentioned, it 
was ordered, that it be an instruction to the 
said committee, that they do hear counsel, 
and examine witnesses, for the said bill; 
and also, that they do hear counsel, and ex- 
amine witnesses, against the said bill, if the 
parties concerned think fit to be heard by 
counsel, or produce witnesses ; and that the 
petitioner is informed, and verily believes, 
that the said Eliza Lingham is now, and has 
been for upwards of two years back, in the 
dominions of France; and therefore pray- 


ing, that the service of the said order, and 
Ieomeres. a copy of the said bill, to Mrs. 
Dixon, the mother of the said Eliza Ling. 
/ham, and at whose house the said Eliza 
| Lingham last resided in England, may be 
ceemed as effectual notice to the said Eliza 
Lingham of the order of the house, and of 
the time of the commitment of the said bill, 
as if the same had been personally served on 
the said Eliza Lingham. Ordered, that-the 
said petition do lie upon the table—A -pe- 
tition of John Woodhouse, of Douglas, in 
the Isle of Man, in behalf of himself and 
other fish curers in the said island, was pre- 
sented to the house, and read; setting forth 
that, encouraged by various acts of parlia- 
ment, the petitioner, and other fish curers, 
in the Isle of Man, had invested a consider- 
able sam in the purchase of vessels, and in 
the building of numerous and expensive 
houses necessary for the curing of herrings, 
within the said isle; and that an act was 
passed, in the 26th year of his present ma- 
jesty, for the more effectual encouragement 
of the Bzsitish fisheries, and, in the year 
1787, the bounty granted by the said act 
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‘was paid in the Isle of Man on herrings 
' ured, either red or white; but, by a sub- 
sequent, and, as is contended, an improper 
interpretation of the act, it has since that 
time been discontinued to the former, and 
is now only paid on herrings cured white, 
which make an object of comparatively 
small importance, the principal curing in 
the island being red; and that the payment 
of the shilling bounty on herrings cured red, 
according to the legal requisites, has tegu- 
larly been made to the Liverpool and Yar- 
mouth fisheries, as also to the petitioner, at 
Port Isle Martin, in Scotland; and that the 
iniention of the legislature, that due and 
equal encouragement with that granted to 
his majesty’s other British subjects. should 
be given to the inhabitants of the. Isle. of 
Man employed in the said fisheries is clearly 
expressed in the said act; and that the pe- 
titioner observes, from the returns laid upon 
the table of the house, that very consider- 
able balances of the revenue accruing on 
customs, are now in the hands of the re- 
ceiver general, or others, subject to the dis- 
position of parliament; and that the pe- 
titioner has also learned, that the Duke of 
Atholl, by his petition of the 26th of March 
last, seeks to obtain a further compensation 
out of the- surplus revenue of the Isle of 
Man, on the grounds of alleged inadequacy 
of price, for the rights ceded by his family 
to the crown in 1765; and that the peti- 
‘tioner, on behalf of himself and others 
concerned in the herring fishery, and from 
- whom such bounties as aforesaid have been 
with-held, begs Jeave to submit, that any. 
such permanent appropriation of the surplus 
revenue, or t of the present accumu- 
- Jated balance, might be subversive of the 
just claims of the petitioner and others, and 
’ would be highly injurious to the fisheries of 
the said isle ; and therefore praying, that the 
case of the petitioner and his fellow suf- 
ferers may be taken into consideration, and 
that he may be heard, by his counsel, in 
support thereof, and against the measure of 
_alienating any part of the revenue of the 
Isle of Man. Ordered, that the said peti- 
‘tion do Jie upon the table—An ingrossed 
bill was received from the lords, intituled, 
‘© An act to vest the settled estates of John 
Hamilton Fitzmaurice, commonly called 
lord Kirkwall, in the counties of Denbigh 
and Flint, in trustees, in trust to be sold for 
the payment of debts affecting the same, 
and his other settled estates ; and after pay- 
ment thereof, for the investment of the re- 
. sidue of the monies to arise by such sale in 
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the purchase of other estates to be conveyed 
to the uses of the said settled estates, and 
for other purposes therein mentioned,” was 
read a second time, and committed—Mr. 
Giles presented to the house (according to 
order) a bill to alter and extend the provi. 
sions of the laws now in force for the punish. 
ment of the forgery of bank notes, bills of 
exchange, and other securities, to every 
part of the united kingdom ; and the same 
was received, and read the first time, and 
ordered to be read a second time to-morrow, 
—An ingrossed bill for dividing and allot. 
ting jands in the parish of Snalewell, in 
the county of Cambridge, was read a 
third time and passed—A message was 
received from the lords, stating, that the 
lords have agreed to the bill, intituled, “ An 
act to indemnify all persons concerned in 
advancing 40,000 pounds to Messrs, Boyd, 
Benfield, and Company, in 1796, out of 
monies issued for naval services; without 
any amendment ;” and also, that the lords 
have agreed to the bill, intituled, “ An act 
to amend, and render more effectual, an: — 
act, passed in the 42d year of his present 
majesty’s reign, for consolidating the pro- 
visions of the several acts passed for the 
redemption and sale of the land tax into 
one act ;”. without any amendment.—Mr. 
Whitbread, pursuant to his notice, moved 
for leave to bring in a bill to indemnify Mr. 
Trotter, and such other persons who had 
acted under lord Melville, when treasurer 
of the navy, as may be called upon to give 
evidence on the impeachment, from any 
penalties that may attach to them from any 
share they may have had in the transactions 
with respect to which they will be called 
upon to give testimony. Leave given.—On 
the motion of Mr. Rose, the house went 
into a committee on the southern whale 
fishery bill. Mr. Barham wished for a time 
to present a petition on behalf of certain 
Americans settled at Milford, hitherto per- 
mitted as an encouragement to pursue this 
fishery, to import the oil duty free. Mr. 
Rose and Sir C. Price contended that the 
privilege was abused, by importing the oil 
from America, and not deriving it from the 
fishery. After a few observations from Mr. 
Sheridan, in support of Mr. Barham’s ob- 
servations, the house went into a commit- 
tee. Mr. Barham proposed in the com- 
mittee a clause to continue the indulgence 
granted to those Americans. The house 
divided, the claim was negatived, and the 
report was ordered to be received on Mon 
day. 
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{Peritron oF Mr, Topo Jones. ]— 
Mr. Fox presented a petition from Mr. Todd 
Jones, confined in Cork gaol, complaining of 
arious hardships. ‘The petition is as follows : 
the honourable the commons in parlia- 
ment assembled, the humble petition of Wil- 
liam Todd Jones,—Sheweth that your peti- 
tioner was arrested inthe county of Cork, in 
his bed, early in the of the 29th of 

uly, 1803, by the rev. William Stewart, 
ook Douglass, and a numerous body of 
soldiery, upon a warrant, as alledged, of gen. 
W. Myers, but which warrant petitioner 
never saw. That he was detained one night 
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and has ever since been confined for subsis+ 
tance to the mere gaol allowance,—That 
your petitioner is now very infirm, and of 
the age of 52 years, thus oppressed, untried, 
and unheard.—That your petitioner humbly 
prays this honourable house would be pleased 


to take his case into its consideration, and 
grant him such redress for the heavy calas - 


mity he has sustained in the loss of liberty 
-and time, of health, reputation, and pecuni- 
ary credit, as to its judgement and benevo-~ 
lence may seem meet.— Your petitioner will 
ever pray.” 

Mr. Fox was sure if the facts alledged in the 


in the military guard-house of Bandon, and [ peticion were true, and he had every reason ' 


next day under a strong escort, was lodged 
in the south gaol of the city of Cork, upon 
the warrant of the mayor of Cork, which 
warrant your petitioner saw; that after a de- 
tainer there of 4 days, he was conveyed to 
' the provost prison of the same city, and lodg- 
¢d in the close custody of the provost martial. 
—That petitioner was utterly denied the op- 
portunity of seeing his friends, and that such 
as sought to seehim were repelled with insult 
and ill treatment. ‘That his sister made re- 
peated applications in vain for admission to’ 
theprison; and a Mr. Goold, a gentleman of 
Tespectable character, property, and unim- 
peached loyalty, who hearing that petitioner 
was severely indisposed, called to visit him, 
was in consequence of his visit arrested, and 
detained in custody during the period of six- 
teen days.——That some time afier the com- 
mittal of petitioner, he received from the 
tight hon. William Wickham, then principal 
secretary to his excellency the earl uf Hard- 
wicke, lord lieutenant of Ireland, a tender of 
liberation, provided he would go to England 
and remain there at large.—T vat your peti- 
tioner conscious of the most perfect innocence, 
and considering that acquiescence in such 
a proposal would imply guilt, respectfully 
declined it; at the same time tending to Mr. 
‘Wickham the most ample satisfaction that an 
unreserved examination on oath could afford, 
and intreating a speedy trial.—That your 
petitioner has remained ever since in close 
custody, now for 20 months, sustaining all 
the rigour of a military provost, and added 
to them, the unwholesome dampness of a new, 
undtied and unfinished edifice, to the mate- 
rial injury of his health.—That the creditors 
of your petitioner, induced by the conclu- 
sions they drew of his danger or guilt, from 
$9 rigorous an imprisonment, and his total 
seclusion, by order of the general, from them 
and ali his friends, came down upon him at 
Once with their demands—to satisfy which 


to believe them so, that no good disposition 
towards the people of Ireland, nocharacter 
of humanity in the Irish government, could 
secure individuals from hardships arising 
from the exercise of the unlimited power with 
which that government was invested. It was 


not necessary at this time to go into the case. 
at large, nor was it necessaty that the facts’ 


alledged in ‘the petition should be true in 


their full extent (though he believed them to »* 


be true in their full exrent,) to shew the ex. 
treme hardship the petitioner endured, it 
was generally stared, and he believed it was 
not denied any where, that an offer had been 


made to this gentleman to be at large in — 


England if he pleased toaccept his release on 
that condition. . This offer was a proof that 
nothing could be urged against him amount" 
ing even to the presumption ofa grave offence. 
It was hopeless to propose to the house to go 
into any inquiry into the circumstances of 
this case. He should only move, that the 
petition do lie on the table, and he recom- 
inended to. his majesty’s government, and-if 
he could he would recommend it 4lso to the. 
lord lieutenant of Ireland, to look into this 
gentleman’s case and sitaation; and evea 
though the allegations of the petition should 


not be accurate, to consider'whether it was ~ 


warrantable to continue the hardships under 
which he laboured. Heunderstood that Mr. 
Jones’s heaith had -suffeted material injury, 
and whatever offence might be imputed to 
him, that was deserving ot material eonside- 
ration. He hoped those who had it in thei¢ 
power to give redress would give attention ta 
this as well as to the other circumstances of 
the case. 

‘Mr. Sheridan declared that the case now 


submitted to the-house was one of the most — 


extraordinary hardships and oppression under 
which he ever knew ap individual to labour 
in thisempire, He knew that a great part of 
the allegations were true, and therefore he 


« he relinquished to them his moderate income; 
Vou, V. 


could safely take a him to recommend it 
2 
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_ tothe right hon. gent. opposite (Mr. Pitt) to 
take it.under consideration, . ‘That right. hon. 
gent. would feel himself called on, particu- 
Jarly in this instance, as the transaction had 
originated during another administration. 

Mr. Vansittart declared, that he knew -no- 
thing of ce particular hardships that were 
complained ot in the present case—But he 
had no doubt that when the whole matter 
came to be fairly investigated, the Irish go- 
vernment would stand acquitted of any charge 
of severity or oppression.— The ‘petition was 
then ordered to be laid on the table. 

[Nasos. or Oupe.|—Mr, Paull rose 
and said, that as he had stated on Tuesday 

" Jast, when he was honoured with the attention 
of the house, the nature of the charges against 
lord Wellesley, he should not on this occa- 
sidp occupy its time. The titles of the papers 
would shew their importance, and how they 
bore on one of the articles of charge; in fact, 
they were rendered indispensable from what 

“fell on Tuesday from the friends of lord 
Wellesley. He moved for the following 
papers: ‘a copy of the minutes appointing 
major John. Malcolm acting, and afterwards 
confirming him in the office of private secre- 
sary to the governor general, Marquis Wel- 
‘lesley, in the room of the hon. Henry Welles- 
ley, nominated lieutenant governor of the 
ceded provinces;’ also, ‘ copy of the minute 
appointing capt. Shaw to succeed maj. Mal- 

“colm in the situation of private secretary ; 
with the sums drawn for salary or establish- 
ment by those officers respectively; specifying 
the dates of such payments;’ also, ‘ copy otf 
the accounts of all sums drawn for salary or 
establishment by the hon. Henry Wellesley 
whilst lieutenant governor of the ceded pro- 
vinces; specifying the dates and places of 
payment, and the authority by which such 
payments were made; including the amount 
of sums drawn as secret service money, and 
other items under the head of Durbar char- 
ges;’ also, ¢ a list of the appointments of offi- 
cers, civil, military, and medical, attached 
to the office of lieutenant’ governor, whether 
as secretaries or assistants, or as commanding 
the body guard, their salaries, where pay- 
able, and the authority for such payments;’ 

~ also, copy of all orders from the court of di- 
Yectors or secret committee, (during the mar- 


quis Wellesley’s administration,) to the Ben- 


gal government, prohibiting the employment 

of persons not in the service of the company, 
excepting certain offices, about the person. of 

athe governor general:—As far as these do- 

cuments can be disclosed without prejudice to 

the public service. 

Mr, Weilesley Pale said, he could assure 


s 
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never drew one sixpence of the public money, 


ment, but his own ordinary allowances, and 
that he never ‘disposed of a penny in secret 
service, nor did any of the public money pass 
through his hands; and as to his present ap, 
pointment.as governor of the Oude territory, 
it was merely provisional, until thé pleasure 
of the court-of directors should be known, - 

Mr Pazil in answer to what fell from the 
hon. relation of lord Wellesley, said he would 


papers were produced that hon, gent. would 
find himself mistaken. He hoped no un; 
necessary delay would take place in the pro. 
duction of the papers; he wished members 
to be in possession of them before the parlia- 
ment separated, that hon, gentlemen might 
make up their minds before their next meeting, 
He tiusted and hoped that some person of 
greater talent ihan he pretended to, would te 
found to take up this important business, and 
do it justice; but should that not be the case, 
he pledged himself, however. inadequately 
he felt for such an undertaking, to bring it 
again before parliament, early in the next 
session—The papers moved for by Mr, 
Paull were ordered to be laid before the 
house. 

Lord Castlereagh moved, that there 
might be laid before the house a copy of a 
letter written from the secret committee of 
the court of directors of the East India com, 
pany to the Bengal government, dated 1gth 
November 1803, upon the subject of the 
treaty with the Vizier of Oude, dated 1oth 
November 1801.— Ordered. 

[Arrarrs oF Inp1a.] — Mr. Francis 
called the attention of the house to the state 
of the communication between the different 
presidencies in India and the court of direc- 
tors, or their secret committee, which is the 
only lawful medium for official communica+ 
tions between England and the company’s sete 
tlements in India, As far as he knew at pre- 
sent, we had not any communication in ex- 
istence. He understood, indeed, that there 
‘was not to. be any budget this year; and ace 
cording to lord Castlereagh, it was possible 
that the dispatches might have been inter- 
cepted by the French. © It was also possible 
that they were not ever sent, because they 
might terrify those who were most deeply iny 
terested, 2nd who now were unacquainted 
with the state of our affairs in the east. He 
asked if it was right that information should 
be withheld from parliament and the public, 
which was in the possession of the french? 


we were now in June 1805, and yet we had 


from his departure from Calcutta to this mo. 


the hon. gent. that Mr. Henry Wellesley 


content himself with observing that when the — 


# 
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_ But he must observe that the company were j 
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pot any statement of receipts or disburse- 
ments from India later than March 1803. 
One reason most probably was, that the debt 
in India was nearly doubled, by means of the 
system of aggrandisement upon which they 
seemed to act. However, it had been stated 
by the directors, that, notwithstanding the 
additional imposts which have been laid on 
their articles of merchandise, the trade of the 
éompany during the last war had flourished 
beyond example. But with such a flourish. 
ing trade on one side, and the vastly increas- 
ed territorial revenue of from 10 to Fs mil- 
Jions on the other, they have not been able to 
make so inconsiderable a compensation to the 
public for the renewal of their charter for’ 
twenty years as half a million per annum. 
This general outline of the appearance of 
_. their finances may in some measure account 
for the want of present information, in the 
hope that something more favourable may 
happen which would change the aspect of 
their affairs. Such a line of conduct, how- 
ever, in his opinion, ought not to be sanction- 
ed by parliament, and he thought he should 
do his duty as an independant member of 
that house by endeavouring to obtain for the 
house and the public such information as ap- 
peared to him to be at present most immedi- 
ately wanting. He therefore moved ‘ that 
there be laid before the house an account of 
the dates of the latest dispatches received 
from the government of Bengal, in the poli- 
tical or general department; and also an ac- 
count of the datcs of the latest dispatches 
reveived from the several presidencies in 
India, in the revenue department, and inclos- 
_ ing the annual accounts of the receipis and 
disbursements of the said presidencies respec- 
tively.’ 
“Lord Castlereagh said the hon. member 
must be aware that it it was impossible that 
the expences of the one war (that with Hol- 
kar) to which he alluded, could have nearly 
doubled the debt of the company. _ The 
cause of the want of intelligence from India 
he could not positively explain; but as far 
as reasonable conjecture could lead him, he 
had stated oh a former night, namely, the 
of those dispatches being on 
ard the packet which had been taken in 
the gulf of Persia; this idea was strengthen- 
ed by other dispatches from marquis Welles- 
prt making a reference to former dispatches 
which are known not to have been received. 
But the hon. gentlemen had entered more 
minutely into the discussion of the state of 
the company’s affairs than he-should think it 
necessary at present to follow or to answer. 
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not bound by the act of 1793 to pay, unless net 
proceeds of their revenue, &c. should be 
something beyond the extent of halfa million. 
And making allowance for the expence of 
near a million annually, which every Euro- 
pean war brought on them, it was to him ra- 
ther a matter of surprise that so much had 
been already paid to the public by tke hon. 
company. As the noble lord did not state 
any objection to the production of the papers 
moved for, the motion was immediatel 
agreed to, 
[Smucetine Prevention 
The order of the day being read. for tee 
suming the debate cn the smuggling preven- 
tion bil!, so far as concerned the islands of » 
Guernsey and Jersey, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed 
an amendment, which he hoped would do 
away the principal objection offered to the 
bill last night, by recognizing the internal 
jurisdiction of those islands, and clearly ene 
acting, that crimes against this bill, commit 
ted within ‘that jurisdiction, should be tried 
there ; referring, however, any decision with 
respect to seizures of contraband goods, to 
the tribunal in England, where all such ques- 


tions must be referred, namely, the court of — 


exchequer. Still, however, he apprehended 
there were many precedents to uphold the 
right of trying persons in England for crimes 
committed in those countries... But without 
at all pressing that right now, he wished to . 
consult the feelings of the inhabitants of both 
islands, and to urge nothing unnecessarily’; 
but as to the right of legislation for those 
islands, the precedents he named last night 
placed the question beyond all doubt: The 
right hon. gent. concluded by moving his 
clause. 

Mr. Grey said, that counsel had.been heard 
at considerable’ length against this bill, and 
that they had produced a number of charters,’ 
by which the island of Guernsey was allowed 
to legislate for itself; he therefore thought it 
necessary that matters should be examined in- 
to, before the bill would become a law. He 
allowed that it could not be disputed, that 
smuggling was a very great evil; but then it 
was carried on from many other parts besides 
Guernsey and Jersey, so that, even though 
this bill was passed, the smuggling trade 
would be as extensive as it was before, and 
these people would be dissatisfied and dis- 
contented, conceiving that their rights had 
been encroachéd upon, 

Mr. Sturges Bourne was confident,. th 
when hon, members talked of a trivial or 
partial evil, they could not be aware of the 
enormous.extent to which the revenues. of 
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_ athis country were injured by the smuggling 

trade from those islands. He was almost 
afraid to state it with any hope of credibility. 
It was a loss to be stated rather in millions 
than in thousands; estimating it at the duties 

_ payable on foreign spirits, it was at least 
from five to six millions; and at the rate 
paid on British spirits, from three to four 
millions annually. Surely, then, this was 
an object of importance, as well with respect 
to revenue, as to the protection of the tair 
trader, 

Mr. Windbam said, that from the argu- 
ments of counsel, it certainly was a doubt- 
ful question, whether this country had a 
right to legislate for Guernsey and Jersey, or 
not; he therefore thought it was most im- 
portant, that an investigation should take 

ce. There were also many reasons could 
be urged, which placed the bill in a very 
questionable point of view: one of which 
was, that it was to last only during the war. 
He hoped, therefore, for these reasons, that 
the measure would be well considered. 

Dr. Lawrence expressed his apprehensions 

of the mischiefs to which this country would 
be exposed under the operations of this act, 
in the latitude it gave to our commanders to 
‘visit all vessels found cruizing out at sea, 
within two leagues of those islands, and 
seizing such as they should think fit to deno- 
‘minate hovering smugglers. Was it not ob- 
vious that, in time of peace, numberless ves- 
sels, under neutral colours, would, in the 
course of their voyages to other ports, pass 
inadvertently within the limited distance of 
those islands? Might they not be driven there 
inevitably by stress of weather? And would 
it be reasonable that every ship in such cir- 
cumstances, freighted in a manner not con- 
formable to, this act, with which they had 
nothing to-do, should be seized as a lawfu! 
prize, and carried to the next port, and their 
Owners involved in tedious law-suits, loss, in- 
convenience, and vexation? Would it not 
amount to a declaration of war upon all na- 
tions. whose vessels might thus fall within 
the grasp of our cruizers for an extent of 
three hundred leagues of coast? If for no 
other reason, then, than the risk to which it 
would expose this country in quarrels with 
' other nations, he should deprecate the bill 
as it now stood, 
The Attorney General answered, that. the 
tion of ships so seizable was not left 


designa zabl 
- $0 loose in the bill, as to give an opportunity 
for such consequences as those stated by the 
hon, and learned gent. The principle of the 
bill was nothing more than that of the hover- 
ing acts, as old almost as the revenue itself: 
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vessels having liquors on beard in contraband 
packages, and found hovering or Sailing to 
and fro, and not proceeding on their voyages, 
wind and weather permitting. But with re. 


.spect to the argument of the independence of 


those islands upon the realm of England, 
upon the ground that they were annexed to 
the crown of England by the Norman con. 
quest, as an inheritance of the duke of Nor, 
mandy, he begged to remind gentlemen how 
that fact stood : Robert, duke of Normandy, 
quarrelled with his brotber Henry the Firsts 
they went to war; Robert was conquered; 
and his dominions, by right of this new con. 
= annexed to the British crown: so that 
there was an end to any claim of indepene 
dence on that ground,—The clause was then 
brought up, read, committed, agreed to, ree 
ported, and added, by way of rider to the 
bill, which was read. the third time, passed, 
and ordered to the lords, 

[Case or Coroner Cocuranse Joun 
stone.| General Fiteputrick.—l rise, sir, 
to mention a subject on which it is my in. 
tention hereafter to submit a motion to the 
house; and I wish to take the present oppor, 
tunity of doing so, because it relates to that 
military administration which is to form part 
of the business of this day’s discussion, The 
present advanced state of the sessions will 
prevent my being able to bring forward any 
motion, though I wish it much. tis, howe 
ever, a subject of such extreme importance, 
that it is necessary for me to take some no- 
tice of it, ‘The house may be assured I shall 
state it in form on a future occasion, and as 
early as possible. The subject consists of a 
very gross and alarming evil; one which, I 
apprehend, has but lately crept into the ad. 
ministration of the military law of this coun, 
try. I trust, the practice to which | allude 
is an innovation of not many years standing, 
1am informed it is. It respects the execu. 
tion of the duties of the office of judge advo. 
cate general of the army, I find, that under 
the present practice there is in the office of 
judge advocate the assumption of a power 
which I conceive is not consistent with that 
office, and not warranted by the laws and 
constitution of this country, Every gentle- 
man who hears me knows how great the ex- 
tent of the royal prerogative is with respect 
to the military government. Every ont 
knows the power of his majesty to dismiss, 
without a court martial, any person who 
bears a commission in the army. I should 
be the last man to call in questson the royal 
prerogative, but I am sure no man will con- 
tradict me when I say, that a prerogative of 
such extent ought to be exercised under the — 
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advice of responsible ministers, The law of 


this country enables his majesty to appoint, 


courts martial for miliary offences. The 
law places in his majesty the right of confirm- 
ing or remitting their sentences, but I do 
not believe chat the law or the constitution 
of this country could ever intend that the 


‘officer of the crown, in the exercise of such 


a prerogative, should be the judge advocate 
of the army.. 1 believe he is at present the 
sole adviser of the crown ; I believe that this 
actice has prevailed only during a part of 
the time the right hon, baronet has been ia 
possession of it. Formerly the transmission 
of sentences of courts martial was through 
the office of the secretary at war. ‘The se- 
cretary at war of course became responsible 
for the advice he gave. With respect to his 
decision, I am not sure that I think that was 
sufficiently solemn for a decision on so im- 
stant a point. I cannot conceive why the 
ives, fortunes, and characters of his ma- 
jesty’s military officers should not be entidled 
to-assolemn a consideration as those of every 
other subject in the country. Every one 
knowsthat those important concerns, as they 
affect other classes of his majesty’s subjects, 
ate decided by his majesty in council, I 
think the same solemnity ought to be ob- 
served with regard to the sentences of courts 
martial; but that will be a question for fu- 
ture consideration. That this practice does 
vail, and has been attended with great 
dship to individuals, I shall be enabled 
to shew in a ease that has lately occurred, 
and has spread the greatest alarm throughout 
the whole army: I allude to the case of Co- 
lonel Cochrane Johnstone, a gentleman who, 
after a trial by a court martial, and an ho- 
noutable acquittal, has, at the instance of 
the judge advocate, been exposed to the pe- 
nalties and punishment attendant upon guilt. 
This is what I shall submit to parliament. I 
am aware that an appeal from the sentence of 
any court-martial to this house is a delicate 
aestion ; but in the present case the appeal 
is in favour of the court-martial, and seeks 


against the effects of undue influence. 


I beg pardon for dwelling so long on the 
subject, I have risen to give this notice, 
and I shall bring forward the motion early 


. bext sessions, Ic will consist of two branches; 


one will be a complaint against the exercise 

of the office; the other will refer to the 

means of defining the power of the officer, 

and will suggest some provisions as to the 

manner of his conducting himself in future. 

7 STATE of THE ARMY. 
Coloael Craufurd rose to make his pro- 
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| Before I enter upon the discussion of the tox ; 


pics connected with the motion of which E 
have.given notice, it is perhaps natural for 
me to say a few words respecting the time 
at which it is introduced: and certainly, sir, 
{ do feel that I should have great reason toa ~ 
apologiz: to the house, if I was conscious 
that any neglect or remissness On my part 
had been the cause of postponing to so late a 
period of the session, the discussion of a sub- 
ject, which, in my opinion, is, beyond all 
others, the most important that it is possible 
for parliament to deliberate upon. But, sir, 
Iam not conscious, and I hope the house 
will acquit me of any such culpable neglect. 
My absence from parliament in the earlier 
part of thesession was occasioned by a cir- 
cumstance which, if I was.to explain it, the 
house I trust would have the good nature ta 
admit as a sufficient excuse. After my re- 
turn, [lost no time in giving notice of thig 
motion, and in calling for the papers thag 
appeared necessary to the investigation of the 
subject. ‘The production of these papers has 
beea attended with delays far beyond what I 
had any reason to expect. Some of them, 
which were not printed till Monday, were 
then found to be incorrect; and other ne- 
cessary documents were not Jaid on the table 
till the day before yesterday. Without, 
therefore, imputing blame to others, I have 
a right to assert that none can be attributed 
to me. But although I am conscious that 
the very long delays and frequent postpone- 
ments of this motion have not been occasion- 
ed by any fault or neglect of mine, I do not 
the less sincerely lament them: fer even if 
my first object, namely, a committee of the 
whole house to examine into the state of our 
military establishments, should now be. at- 
tained, it could hardly be expected that, 
without protracting the session far beyond. 
its expected duration, it should immediately 
produce the whole of those beneficial conse- 
quences which might have been expected 
from it at an earlier period of the year. 
Many important reforms and improvements 
might, however, be introduced into our mie 
litary system even during the present year, 
without any niaterially inconvenient protrac- 
tion of the session; although to remove aff 
the defects which I think I see in it, and to 
introduce a/] the improvements which appear 
to me to be necessary, would certainly be a 
work of. considerable time, and one that 
would require all the collective wisdom of 
the house. The house indeed has lately been 
told, though I own it was rather in a sneering 


manner, by a right hon. gent. on. the opposite 
mised motion, and spoke as follows:—-Sir, |side, that from me they might expect this 
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day to have detailed to them’a military sys- 
tem so complete, and so perfect .in all its 
— that this great question, which has so 
ong engaged their most anxious attention 
and solicitude, would now be set at rest for 
_éver, and that from henceforward it would 
never again become necessary for them to 
take it intO’consideration. But the house, I 
imagine, does not expect quite so much;: 
and I certainly am not, and never have been 

- actuated by any such presumptuous, self- 
sufficient estimate of my own abilities; never 
Jess than on the present occasion, Whatever 
diffidence I may have felt when a sense of 
. duty has induced me to take a part in former 
debates, I to-day feel a more than ordinary 
distrust of my ability to acquit myself, with 
any degree of credit, of the task which I 
have undertaken. I wish, however, not to 
be misunderstood as to the causes of this 
diffidence; and I beg to assure the gentlemen 
Opposité to me, that no part-of it arises from 
any idea of its being difficult to point out 
the defects of our present military system, 
and the glaring absurdities of that part of 
it in particular, of which his majesty’s pre- 
sent chancellor of the exchequer is the author. 
The latter would indeed be a degree of mo- 
desty far beyond any to which, in repelling 
- the charge of presumption, I shall pretend to 
Jay claim. ButI do feel the greatest possible 
diffidence, when I consider that the subject 
which Iam about to discuss, has at no very 
. great distance of time been twice brought 
forward, nearly in a similar manner, by two 
of the most distinguished members of this 
house ;—at the close of the last session by an 
hon. gentleman (Mr. Fox} whose talents and 
. abilities may be considered as the brightest 
ornament of his country, and in the present 
. session by my right hon. friend (Mr. Wind- 
ham) whose great ‘and cultivated genius, 
-dmidst the multifarious objects: which it em- 
braces, has in a very peculiar degree, been 
directed to the investigation of our military 
system, and of whom I can say with sincerity, 
that of all those who have spoken, written, 
or with whom I have conversed upon the 
subject, he is the man whose ideas are, in my 
opinion, the most just, the most accurate, and 
the most profound. To follow such men as 
these, even at this distance of time, I feel 
indeed, a great disadvantage to myself per- 
sonally; but there is another of a more 
serious nature under which I now labour, 
and which I sincerely deplore, being a dis- 
advantage not affecting me only, but the 
cause in which I am engaged, What I mean 
» is, that the war having now gone on so long 


without our having yet experienced any of, 


those disasters which have been foretold gg 
the probable and natural consequence of ovr 
defective military system, mens’ minds haye 
become tired of contemplating the natote 
and tendency of a contest hitherto so barten 
of events, and the public is less alive than J 
could wish to see it, to the real situation of 
the country, and to the dangers with which 
we are menaced;—dangerts, which have ra. 
pidly encreased under the right hon. gent, 
and his colleagues, and the reality of which, 
will, 1 fear, be too fully proved by experience, 
if we do not speedily adopt some more effecs 
tual means of averting them.—But, sir, if on 
the one hand 1 come to this discussion undet 
considerable disadvantages, on the other hand 
I have reason to congratulate myself on the 
singular good fortune, that in proving that 
which I am most deeply impressed with, 
namely, the defectiveness and inefficacy of 
the right hon. gent. (Mr. Pitt’s) military 
admiatstration, I shall at the same time prove 
to the house that my motion is entitled to 
bis support: and I confess, sir, that what I 
am mainly anxious to establish is, that the 
right hon. gent. consistently with the prin. ” 
ciples on which he acted 12 months ago, is 
absolutely bound to assent to this motion; 
for if I can establish that point, the reasons 
ableness of my proposition will then stand 
upon grounds far stronger than any argu- 
nents that Tecan adduce, namely, upon the 
united authorities of those two distinguished 
members on this side, who formerly made 
similar motions, and of the right lon. gent. 
who has so great an influence on the other 
side of the house. My anxious desire to 
succeed in my present motion, will therefore 
induce me to go into some details (1 hope not 
very tedious ones) in order to shew that the 
present state of the army, as compared with 
the situation of the country, and the circum. 
stances of the war, renders the interference 
of the wisdom of parliament, for the purpose 
of improving our military system, far more 
necessary now, than it was at the time when 
that rt. hon. gent, (Mr. Pitt) so strenuously 
supported the motion of the hon. gent. below 
me (Mr. Fox.) In order to shew that the rt, 
hon. gent. is bound to give me at least an 
equal degree of support on the. present occa- 
sion, it is necessary that I should enter into 
an examination of the changes that have in’ 
the mean time taken place in the general 
relative situation of the contending powers: 
And in pursuing this enquiry, it will be 
natural for me to make some remarks upomt 
those parts of the right hon, gent.’s adminis- 
tration which are connected with, or have 
tended to produce thesy changes; beginning’ 
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with that class of his measures which has had 
the effect of adding to the physical force and 
active hostility of the enemy, and then pro- 
ceeding to those, if any, by which he has 
encreased our own means of effective or de- 
fensive war. The object and the rest:lt of 


this investigation will be to prove that the 


situation of the country is more dangerous 
and critical now, than it was at that time 
when the right hon, gent. voted and spoke 
in support of a motion for a committee of 
the whole house to enquire into the state and 
adequacy of our military force. In making 
out this case, I shall as much as possible ab- 
stain from all disputable assertions and vague 
conjectures of what may be the precise na- 
ture of the enemy’s designs, chiefly confining 
myself to incontrovertible statements of his 
augmented means of giving effect to a sys- 
tem.of. general and active hostility: and 
from this statement it will appear that our 
situation is infinitely worse than it was twelve 
months ago, both in consequence of the very 
disproportionate encrease which has taken 
place in the forces of the contending powers, 
and also in consequence of the distribution 
and use which has been made of these forces 
on either side. ‘The house will probably 
anticipate me in stating that the first great 
object to be adverted to in this comparison, 
is, the war with Spain. Respecting the jus- 
tice of it, I shall say nothing, as that would 
be, in a great measure, foreign to my argu- 
meat; but it is perfectly relevant, and closely 
connected with my present purpose, to say a 
few words respecting its policy or expediency, 
and the consequences which it has produced. 
For if the consequence of it has been that the 
enemy’s strength has, within the last year, 
been augmented in a far greater Sagres 
than ours, then it must naturally follow that 
our military force is, in a greater degree, 
inadequate to the general purposes ot the 
contest in which. we are engaged than it was 
Jast year; and consequentty that a parliamen- 
tary enquiry into the causes of that inade- 
quacy and the means of correcting it is more 
necessary now than it was then. This must 
be equally admitted to be the fact, even if it 
should be contended that the Spanish war 
was inevitable, though the obligation on the 
right hon. gent. will of course be still 
stronger, if it should appear that, by a dif- 
ferent line of conduct, he might have avoided 
at. I am desirous of touching upon this part 
of the subject as cursorily as possible; yet, in 
talking of the effects and consequences of the 


. Spanish war, one cannot help saying a few 


Words respecting the extraordinary and dis- 
graceful. circumstances which immediately 
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| preceded .it: the former have indeedy in no 


inconsiderable degree, arisen out of the lat- 
ter; and, on the whole, they so naturally 
connect themselves in one’s mind, that it is 
extremely difficult to argue from the one 
without slightly noticing the other. I will 
admit that the Spanish government has given 
us sufficient grounds for declaring war, if we 
thought it our interest to do so: I will ad- 
mit, too, that there appeared to be a great 
probability that they would be forced into a 
rupture with us, whenever France should 
deem it to be, on the whole, materially ad- 
vantageous to her, and should not find here 
self restrained by any important considera- 
tions from insisting upon it: under these 
circumstances it was necessary for us to pres 
pare ourselves for the event; bur, situated as 
we were, it was at the same time in the 
highest degree incumbent upon his majesty’s 
ministers to endeavour, as long as it should 
be possible, without dishonour, to persevere 
in such a system of moderation and forbear- 
ance as should make it difficult for the enemy 
to find a suitable occasion for the rupture. 
And I really believe, that, if we had abstained. 
from that insulting and imperious conduct, 
and from those outrages and disgraceful acts 
which were the forerunners of the declara- 
tion of war, if we had conducted ourselves 
with the moderation due to a brave and 
honourable, but unfortunate nation, the war 
might at least have been deferred. —The 
French and the Spanish governments might 
then have doubted, whether the Spanish 
nation, afflicted as it had been, and still 
was, by the hand of Providence, labouring 
as it still was under the dreadful calamities - 
of that pestilential disease which has com- 
mitted such ravages in that unfortunate coun- 
try, and of scarcity amounting almost to 
famine, I say, sir, the government of France 
and of Spain might have doubted, whether 
under these circumstances the Spanish na- 
tion would have submitted to having the 
additional calamity of war wantonly forced 
upon them, without any aggression from us, 
or any possibility for their government to 
justify the measure as necessary for the pre- 
servation either of their interests or their 
honour, ‘Thus, by pursuing a judicious and 
moderate conduct, we should have had good 
reason to hope that the period of a rupture 
with Spain would at least have been deferred 
and his majesty’s ministers, who contend 
(whether justly or not is immaterial to this 
view of the subject) that both our navy and 
army are in a state of progressive encrease, 
must surely admit, that, situated as we were, 
delay was advantageous. But even supposing 
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the war could not have been either avoided 
Or postponed ; even supposing that nothing 
could have prevented France from making 
use of the ports, the arsenals, and the ships 
of Spain; yet there is one most powerful 
element of war, which, without the aid of 
his majesty’s ministers, France could not 
have obtained, I mean the hearts of the peo- 
ple. Force might have added another nation 
to the list of cur enemies, but it would have 
been an anwilling enemy, breathing more 
hostility against France who had driven them 
into the war, than against us who had done 
them no injury and offered them no insult : 
whereas now, if there remains a single spark 
of Castilian honour and pride in their 
breasts, they must burn ahh the desire of 
evenging the insults and cutrages which on 
Our part preceded the declaration of war. 
And, sir, I think it will scarcely be urged 
that this difference in the feelings of the 
Spanish nation, respecting the cause which 
has involved them in hostilities with us, I 
think, I say, that this difference “of feeling 
will not be considered as a trifling or unim- 

rtant feature in the war, by those at Jeast 

om whom on the occasion of our last rup- 
ture with France, we heard so much of the 
Preat advantage resulting from the experi- 
mental peace of Amiens, the advantage, 
namely, that from the proved impossibility 
of peace without dishonour, government now 
had the hearts of the people with them in 
this new war. That advantage the Spanish 

vernment now has, and for that advantage 

ty may thank the right hon. gentleman. 
But is this all? no sir;—not only have we 
roused the active hostility of a high-minded 
nation, but we have fcrfeited the good opi- 
hion of those who were our friends.—Sech 
are the éffects of that narrow and disgraceful 
policy which dictated the order for the atrack 
of the Spanish frigates. Burt, sir, although 
in speaking of the Spanish war it was impos- 
tible for me not to notice the circumstances 
which preceded it, and the manner in which 
it was commenced ; yet, with the view in 
which I have introdaced this subject, the 
main question undoubtedly is, whether our 
Situation is better or worse than it was be- 
fore that war was undertaken.—In order to 
shew the houte that the right hon. gent. op- 
posite to me (Mr. Pitt) is bound ‘in con- 
sistency to assent to my present proposal, I 
‘am endeavouring to prove that, since the 
time when he'so strenuously recommended a 
Similar enquity, the necessity for it has 
greatly encreased. This position Iam de. 
‘sirous of supporting in the most plain, sim- 


ple, and indisputable manner, namely, by | 


‘ 


pom that, during that period, the ei: 
my’s forces have been augmented in a fay 
greater proportion than our own; that the 
latter are consequently more inadequate 1% 
the services likely to be required of them 
tha.; they were when he thought the interfe. 
rence of parliament necessary to enquire inte 
the state of our military establishments$ and 
that the Spanish war in which he so precipi« 
tately engaged is one great cause of this en. 
crease of our difficulties and dangers. The 
question, therefore, on which we are at js 
sue in this part of the discussion, is, are we 
in a better or worse situation than we were 
before we went to war with Spain? His ma 
jesty’s ministers say the former, They con. 
tend that the actual and effective powers of 
our enemy has been rather crippled and dit 
minished than encreased by the Spanish war: 
—because, say they, Spain was supplying 
France with immense sums of money; we 
consider this pecuniary supply as the mest 
efficient aid which she could give her ally in 
the present contest; and therefore, rather 
than suffer this to go on, we had better be at 
open war with Spain, and endeavour to in. 
tercept the supplies which enable her to pay 
these subsidies to France. This is their opi+ 
nion, recorded in their official correspon: 
dence with our minister at Madrid. Now, 
sir, to decide whether the aggregate sum of 
the efficient powers of our enemy has been 
encreased or diminished by the declaration 
of open war between ihis country and Spain, 
we must €xamine two questions on the solu. 
tion of which or either of them will depend 
that of the principal question, namely, 1st, 
Is there any certainty of our preventing these 
atrivals of treasure from America; or any $6 
great probability of it as to amount, in point 
of expediency, to a justifiable cause of war, 
2dly, Are these supplies so necessary to out 
enemics in the present war, that without them 
Spain can do nothing, and the exertions of 
France will be vety materially lessened 
Why, sir, as to the question whether we can 
prevent, during war, the remittances of bulb 
lion from America to Spain, I shal! not en- 
ter into a train of vague conjecture; but if] 
were to judge from what is passing every day, 
I must think that, whilst the enemy’s fleetsot 
squadrons, whether of twenty ships of the © 
line or of two, appear to go in and out of 
port, to and from the West Indies, in short, 
very nearly where they please; there seems 
to be no such very great probability that the 
squadrons bringing home treasure should be 
so frequently intercepted ; at least I am ata 
loss to know how we can calculate upon it 
with such a degree of confidence as to justify 
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qur grounding the policy of a war with Spain 
"upon that probability. And as to the second 
uestion, namely, whether the intercepting 
is treasure, if we are fortunate enongh to 
do so, will materially cripple the exertions 
of France and annihilate those of Spain, I 
should also say, that what has happened s nce 
our disgraceful seizure of the treasure ships 
_ by sarprise does not justify any such opinion, 
As yet I think we have no proof that the 
powers of the French government to put its 
navy. into a state of activity have been para- 
lyzed by this pecuniary disappointment ; and 
with respect to Spain, there certainly appears 
to have been aconsiderable degree of activity 
on her part, in equipping her squadrons for 
sea, Indeed the supposition on which his 
majesty’s ministers have acted, that the em- 
peror of the French, though possessing the 
whole resources of France, Flanders, Hol- 
land, part of Germany, and, we may almost 
say, the whole of Italy, should be prevented 
by the occasional capture of the Spanish gal- 
leons, from prosecuting the war with vigour, 
appears to me, I confess, to be a most egre- 
gious absurdity, and I do not think that any 
rational man would be convinced of its being 
otherwise, by any of the pamphlets or writ- 
ings of those ingenious gentlemen who have 
amused their readers with similar predictions 
ever since the commencement of the war that 
followed the French revolution. Bur, unless 
their present predictions should prove to be 
better founded than the former, they must 
admit, that whatever exertions Spein shall 
make must be considered as an actual and 
positive encrease of the aggregate suin of the 
teal efficient powers of the enemy against 
whom we have to contend, ‘The French 
government, indeed, which is perbaps as 
well able to judge of the sufficiency and 
probable duration of its own ‘pecuniary re- 
sources as even Our present minis‘ers them- 
selves, does not appear to be regulaied in its 
conduct by any such estimate of its means, 
as that which forms the cnly ground of po- 
licy on which his majesty’s ministers have 
plunged us into the war with Spain. For 
the very circumstance, that the Spaniards 
are actually fitting out their navy, does, in 
my opinion, amount to a proof that the go- 
yeroment of France foresees no impediment 
(arising from want of money) to continuing 
its Own exertions in the naval department on 
as larze a scale as was betore intended. For 
they well know that, the number of ships 
being equal, a-naval force, composed en- 
titely of French, must be far more efficient 
for their purposes than a combined one of 
Vou. 


PARL. DEBATES, June. 28, 1805.—rhe State of the Armys 


[65% 


French and Spanish: and, therefore, if they _ 
had not the pecuniary means: sufficient for 
their own marine, they would prefer re- 
ceiving from Spain the, money she is now 
expending in her arsenals, instead of the 
ships for the equipment of which it is ex. 
pended. Spain must acquiesce in the wishes 
of France, and France prefers the ships to 
the money ; which is a proof that the former 
are truly an augmentation of her mass of the 
means and elements of war.—It is therefore, 
I think, sufficiently manifest, that France, 
whilst she has acquired the accession of the 
whole navy of Spain, has not heen deprived 
of any thing that was indispensably neces- 
sary to her own naval exertions on the great- 
est scale that she ever had in view; and I 
shall now shortly compare the augmentation 
of force which has thus taken place on the 
side of the enemy with that which, during 
the same period, has been effected in our 
own. It has been said, by an hon, gent. 
(Mr. Grey) in a former debate, that, out of 
about sixty sail of the line which Spain pose 
sesses, we may reckon about twenty-five of 
them to be in a state fit to goto sea. This 
statement appears to me to be moderate, and 
it was not by any means treated as an exag- 
gerated one by gentlemen who took a part in 
that debate. I may therefore, without fear of 
contradiction, adopt this as the measure of the 
addition made to the navies of ourenemies, and 
shall have no great difficulty inshewing that no 
proportionate augmentation has been effected 
inourown, Butbefore Jenter into thesedetails 
I beg leave to stateone general principle,which, 
if just, will further illustrate the truth of my 
assertion that our situation is more critical, 
and the necessity of a parliamentary enquiry 
into the present state and probable means of 
augmenting our military forces, greater now 
than it was at the time when the right hon. 
gear. (Mr. Pitt) so strenuously supported it. 
— The general principle which [allude to,and 
which undoubtedly ought to have had con- 
siderable weight with his majesty’s ministers, 
is this, namely, that if, in a war like the pre« 
sent, any considerable increase takes place in 
the enemy’s navy, even although accompa- 
nied by a proportionate increase of our own, 
the war becomes more dangerous to us than it 
was before. For in the general plan of opes © 
rations of such a war asthis is, our navy must 
be considered as a purely defensive weapon, 
whilst his is an offensive one : the object of his 
navy is to bring his armies into action, whilst 
the chief employment of ours is to attempt to 
intercept them in their passage from their 
own posts ‘i the points of attack; and, as 
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this species of defence is admitted to be pre- jline: what the increase of ours has been in 
carious, every multiplication of the chances | the same time I am enabled to state with ine 
of such a war, that is to say, every extension | disputable accuracy, because my information 
of the scale on which it is carried on, is to |is derived from the official returns lately 
our disadvantage. Therefore, although, if | presented to the house. In stating the re. 
the increase of the navies of the contending | sult of these returns, I shall confine myself 
wets had been proportionate, it might per- | to large ships only; fe without discussing 
aps have been said that we were as superior | the advantage of employing a greater number 
to the enemiy at sea, arid as capable of frus- | than we formerly had, of small vessels to 
trating his designs, as we were before; yet | act against the French flotilla in the narrow 
this would be trae only on the supposition of | seas, it will of course be admitted that, asa 
its being a part of the enemy’s plans, or a ne- | counterpoise to the Spanish navy, nothing 

cessary prelude to his ulterior operations, that | but a proportionate increase of large shi 

the fleets should come into contact with cach | can he of any avail. With respect to ¢ 
_ other. If we bear in mind the nature of the | latter then it appears, from the above-men- 
war, we shall come to no such conelusion., | tioned official documents, that in the last 
If we consider the extreme uncertainty of | twelve months there has been an addition of 
naval blockades in general, we must admit, |G to the number of line of batth ships in 
as a demonstrable truth, that, the namber of | commission, and a deerease of five 5o-gan. 
ports containing squadrons ready to convey | ships; so that the actual increase in ships 
the enemy’s armies on offensive expeditions | above the rate of frigates has been only one, 
being increased, the probability of the escape | whilst the enemy has received an accession of 
of some of these squadrons (even .although | 25 sail of Spanish line of battle ships, exclu. 
a suitable squadron of ours be allotted to the | sive of the augmentation which we may sup. 
blockade of each) must be proportionably | pose to have taken place in the same period 
greater; or, on the other hand, that, the|in the French and Durch marines.—TI shall 
number of ships in any one or more of the | now proceed to examine whether, during the 
blockaded ports being incteased, the mischief | right hon. gent.’s administration, our land 
. to be apprehended from it, although watched | forces have been augmented in such a degree, 
by a proportionately reinforced squadron, will | as to compensate for the advantage whieh the 
also be greater, because, whilst the ancer- | enemy has gained in the naval branch, and 
tainty of the blockade remains the same in | to place us ina state of security greater or 
either case, the consequence of the escape of | even equal to that which we were in when 
the larger squadron, if it does get out, will | he thought them so inadequate as to call fora 
of course be much more serious, . And there- | parliamentary enquiry. But before I proceed 
fore I say, that whilst the general aspect of | to state the result of the official returns from 
the war continues to be on our part purely | which I shall endeavour to draw this compa- 
defensive, it is demonstrated that every in- | rison, I must observe that I am obliged to 
crease of the enemy’s navy, although accom- | make it in a manner more favourable to the- 
panied by a proportionate increase of ours, is | right hon. gent. than he in trath is entitled 
nevertheless disadvantageous to us, because it | to. What I mean is, that, there being no 
affords him more nurmerous chances and in- | return before us of the state of the land 
creased means of bringing his land forces | forces at the time of his coming into office, 
_  intoaction, and lays us open to more frequent | I am obliged to take its amount as it stood.on 
and more powerful attacks than we were be- | the returns of the ist. January, 1804, 
fore exposed to.—But if upon general prin- | whereas the commencement of the right hon, 
ciples it be true, that every extension of the | gent.’s administration (immediately previous 
scale of the present war,although mutual and | to which he had voted for an enquiry similat 
proportionate, must multiply our dangers, | to that which I now propose) did not take 
er our navy less adequate to our defence, | place till about five months subsequent to 
_ and ‘reqeire a very great increase of our land | that date; and if in the whole of the 17 
forces also, how much more strongly must | months intervening between the 1st. Jan. 
this be the case in the present instance, when | 1804, and the non, Rv 1805, there appears 
the augmentation of our naval means has | to have been an increase of force, it is to be 
borne no sort of proportion to that of the | presumed that a part of it was effected during 
enemy? I have already noticed that in a | the five months preceding his return to office. 
; former debate it appeared to be-admitted on | But not having it in my power to ascertain 
i all sides of the house to be a modetate state- | with precision the real difference between the 
ment, that.in consequence of thé’Spanish war | amount of the various descriptions of land 
; "France had gained not less than 25 sailof the | force as they stand now and as they did stand 
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- for more than he is entitled to, namely, for 


forces at these two periods, I shall review the | 


_ returns that have been presentedto us it appears, 


- -=[t must however be remarked that in this 


_and to draw a fair comparison of our situa- 


in he thought them so inadequate, I shall 
deal handsomely by him, and give him credit 


the whole of ‘the difference that appears be- 
tween the oldest and the most recent of the re- 
turns upon the table, between that of the St | 
of Jan, 1804, and that of the sst of June, 
1805-—In drawing the comparison, of the 
actual state and relative adequacy of our land 


subject under the two great divisions of forces 
at bome and abroad; and the result of this 
inquiry will I think amount to an absolute 
demonstation, that in every respect, and in. 
every quarter of the globe, we ase weaker | 
and more exposed to danger now, than we 
were when the present chancellor of .the ex- | 
chequer came into office. In the first place, 
let us consider our situation abroad. Fromthe 


that the number of troops on foreign stations 
on the 1st of Jan. 1804, amounted to 46,698, 
and on the 1st of June, 1805, to 65,358. 
I must however beg the house to recollect 
that yesterday evening 1 discovered upon 
enquiry, that in the latter number are in- 
cluded 2,000 recruits, belonging to regiments 
on foreign stations, who are now in the army 
depét, in the Isle of Wight, and that this 
description of ‘men was not included in the 
return of the 1st of Jan. 1804; so that the 
real amount of forces now abroad is 63,358, 
and the increase since Jan. 1804, is 16,660. 


number of 16,660, is included an increase of 
1,792 Ceylon native troops. How far these 
people may be useful for the internal police of 
the island I know not, but it would be per- 
fectly absurd and ridiculous to consider them 
asa really efficient military reinforcement ; and 
therefore, if we wish to investigate the-truth 


tion at the above-mentioned periods, it is ne- 


cessary to deduct these miserable Ceylonese 
from the difference of gross numbers that: 


appears onthe returns of the army, which 
would reduce the increase of force abroad 
to 14,868.—I shall hereafter make some 
further remarks on the composition and dis- 
tribution of this reinforcement, bat will first 
examine what is the amount of troops that 
the enemy .has sent abroad during the same 


tiod, as far as we ace enabled to estimate’ 


it with any degree of probable accuracy.—In 
the first place, we know that the first squadron 
which sailed from Rochefort to the West- 
Indies,’ consisted of 6 sail of the line, and 
some frigates, and we may, without any ex- 
aggeration, compute the land forces em- 
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the same rate we may r:ckon that the com- 
bined Tqulon and Cadiz fleet, of 18 sail of 
the line, and ‘5 frigates, carried out § or go0o 
men ; and that the second Rochefort squa- 
dron, of 3 sail of the line, besides frigates, 
had 1500 men on board, Thus it appears, 
that, exclusive of what may haye gone out 
in single ships, and small detachments that 
may haye escaped without notice, the enemy 
has within the last six months probably de- 
tached about 13,000 men to foreign stations; 
whilst the increase of our forces abroad since 
the st of Jan. 1804, after deducting the 
trash of Ceylonese native troops, amounts 
to 14,868. But, will any man pretend to 
say, that our foreign settlements are as secure 
as they were last year? Is there any man in 
this house or in the country who thinks so ? 
I believe not; but if there was one, who, 
considering merely the apparent numerical 
addition to ours and the enemy’s troups serv- 
ing abroad generally, should be inclined to 
infer from thence that the danger to our 
foreign possessions has not increased, I should 
think that a very little inquiry into the de- 
tails, a very little attention to the nature and 
distribution of the respective reinforcements 
would suffice to prevent his coming to so er- 
roneous aconclusion, Of the nature and 
distribution of ours I can speak with cer- 
tainty: what has become of the greater part 
of those which the enemy has detached, God 
only knows ; his majesty’s ministers 1 believe 
are as ignorant upon that subject as myself; 
but I am sure that I am not singular in pre- 
suming that, when they do turn up, they 
will be found to have been disposed of in a 
manner which affords them a chance of act- 
ing with effect against possessions of great 
importance ; whilst a very considerable pro- 
portion of ours (of our reinforcements I 
mean) are of such a sort or so distributed as 
to afford no hope of their being found withia 
reach of counteracting the designs of the 
enemy. One part of them consists of troops 
lacked up for mere defensive purposes, in 
places which, but for the Spanish war, would 

not have been exposed to attack, and which, 

therefore, are certainly not more secure now 

than they were before ; so that the troops sent 

to them cannot be said to have added any 

thing to that degree of strength (whatever it 

was) that we enjoyed last year. Another 

part consists of an augmentation of Jocal 

troops in-remote settlements, which certainly 

are not at present in the cantemplation of 

the enemy; and a third part, of troops sent 

on an expedition, by which they are placed 

in a situation where there appears little 


barked in this squadron at 3ooomen, At 


chance of their efrcting any important of- 
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fensive operation, and where they are cer- 
tainly lost as to any purpose of preventin 
the blow which the enemy may be vepbidend 


_ to have in contemplation; for, although we 


know not where that blow qwi// he aimed, yet 
we ate very sure it will mor be in the Medi- 
terranean.—Of the first description, is an ad- 
dition of 1,639 men to the garrisoh of Gib- 
raltar ; for, will any man pretend to say, that, 
with this addition, that fortress is more se- 
cure, or as much so now, as it was before 
the Spanish war? certainly not. Gibraltar, 
with a garrison of 3,500, whilst we were at 
peace with Spain, was as secure as it is with 

000, now that we afe at war with that 
power; that is to say, it was as secure last 
year as it is at présent; and the 1,639 men 
tely sent thither must therefore be put out 
of the account, in comparing the different 
degrees of danger or security of our foreign 
possessions at those two periods,—The second 
description of troops which should be de- 
ducted from the gross amount of the encrease 
of forces abroad, consists of an addition of 
about 1,300 men to the fencible and local 
corps in Nova Scotia, the Bermudas, New 
Brunswick, and other séettlemesits which are 


- not at all in the view of the enemy: and 


these two numbers, of 1,639 and 1,300, 
being deducted from 14,868, reduces to 
I1,900 the amount of those reinforcements, 
which can be considered as influencing the 
real strength and security of our foreign pos- 
sessions, ‘or as being applicable to counteract 
the enemy’s projects against them.— There is 
still, however, a third class of these rein- 
forcements, which, as I have before men- 
tioned, are placed in a situation where, in 
my opinion; they, for the present at least, 
wil] have no influence on the operations of 
the war, either offensively or defensively: I 
mean the expedition under sir James Craig. 
This I probably do not overrate, in stating 
it at between four and five thousand men; a 
fore injudicious, or a more unfortunate dis- 
Peon of which force could not possibly 

ve been made under the present circum- 
stances. It was not, wanted for defensive 
purposes in that quarter; it is too small for 
Offensive ones of any importance; and if, as 
I have heard it conjectured, the taking of 
Minorca with a view to facilitating the 
psn of Toulon was the object, to carry 

it ‘intention into effect now, would, with a 
view to the present state of the war, be rather 
out of season ; it ‘would be shutting the stable 
oor after the horse ‘wis out. at other 
offensive operation of any impoftance such a 
force as this ‘can ‘undertake thefe, Icannot 


guess : ‘what purposes of defence they ‘can be 


applied to, which can make the posts which 
we occupy in the Mediterranean more secure 
than they were last year, 1 know not: and 
that they are totally our of the way of coming 
to the aid of those other foreiga possessions - 
that are menaced by the powerful armaments 
which have lately been sent abroad by the 
enemy, every one must admit. Therefore, 
in drawing this sort of general comparison 
between the different degrees of danger or 
security of our foreign possessions at the pre. 
sent moment, and at the period immediatel 

preceding the right hon, gent.’s return to of. 
fice, (when he voted for a motion similar to” 
mine) it is fair to deduct these 4,500 men, 
employed under Sir James Craig, from the 
amount of those reinforcements that are to be 
bronght into account against the detachments 
made by the enemy; which would recuce the 
former to something less than 7,500, whilst 
the latter, as I have before stated, may, on 
a moderate computation, be reckoned at 
13,000.—But this is not all:—It ‘is not 
merely in this point of view that we are to 
consider the increase of danger abroad. It 
is not merely that we have only an increase 
of 7,500 to set off against the enemy’s ine 
crease of 13,000; but the question again oc- 
curs, where are ours, and where are his? 
—Ours are scattered throughout the vast 
extent of our East and West India pos. 
sessions, whilst his are for the most part 
united, and, if gone to the West Indies, wilf 
not find the most valuable of our islands 
capable of resisting the attack of so largea 
force.—Under all these circumstances ahd 
considering the subject in every point of view, 
we must conclude that our affairs abroad are 
in a much worse state than they were last 
year, when the right hon. gent, thought the 
situation of the country such as to make it 
necessary for parliament to enquire into the 
means of rendering our military force more 
adequate to the exigencies of the war.—But, 
if the danger has encreased abroad, let it not 
be supposed that it is diminished at dome, 
From every circumstance of our situation, 
and all that has passed within these last twelve 
months, 1 am warranted in asserting the con 
trary: and even independant of every other 
consideration, it is evident that the atrempt to 
avert or to repair the mischief with which we 
are menaced ovt of Europe, must in its im- 
mediate consequences tend to a diminution 
of our security at home, unless accompanied 
by ‘some effectual measures for adding to the 
general massof our military strength. Every 
operation of this sort must necessarily have 
that effect; and, as government has not pro- 
posed any Micans for procuring to the army 
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such a permanent supply as shall enable it to 
bear these drafts, we shall shortly find our- 


“selves with a greatly diminished force at 


home, whilst’ that species of danger against 
which this force was to protect us, I mean 
the danger of the invasion of England or 
Ireland will consequently have encreased,— 
And here I cannot avoid saying a few words 
upon the question of invasion generally. I 


"was one of those who at the commencement 


of the war thought it very probable: I had 
strong Opinions upon the subject; I took fre- 

went opportunities of expressing them in 
this house; andI feel no reason whatever to 
tegret the part I then acted, but on the con- 
trary I look back upon it with great satisfac- 
tion. 1 confess, however, that { was’ mista- 
ken in my conjecture, for it could only be 
conjecture, of the enemy’s intentions. I 
thought that an enemy so enterprizing, hav- 
ing an immense army completely ready for 
the field, and plenty of excellent transports 
in Holland, Flanders, &c. at command, 
would have risked the attempt before we had 
time to equip and to man our dismantled 
fleet, to recruit our disbanded army, and to 
manufacture the arms which our insufficient 
arsenals could not supply to that mass of the 
people who were willing to come forward in 
defence of the country. I thought the ene- 
my would have attempted to decide the war 
by a sudden attack partaking of the nature 
ofasurprise; and 1 am happy that I was 
mistaken. —T he enemy having decided upon 
a different mode of proceeding, it then be- 
came evident that considerable length of 
time would be necessary for him to make his 
preparations for this more systematic and 
more regular species of attack.—These pre- 
paratiuns have at different and no very remote 


ie been described in the strongest possi- 
“bl 


¢ terms, by the right hon, gentleman now 
at the head of administration, as being im- 
mense in their extent, most formidable in 
their nature, and so advanced in their pro- 
gtess to maturity as to require the most un- 
Temitting vigilance and the utmost degree of 


exertion on ourpart. In his majesty’s speech 


too at the opening of the present session, 
which we of course consider as proceeding 
from that right hon. gentleman, we were 
told, and from what is daily passing we are 
convinced, that these preparations have ever 
since been industriously carried on; and 
there docs not appear to be-any better reason 
now, than there was at any former period, for 


Supposing, that such vast and expensive 


€quipments are intended for nothing more, 
lan to amuse the people of France or to 
alarm as, vam also’ sure that ‘there is no 
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other reason for supposing the danger of ine 
vasion to be less than it was before he came 
into office; for in Europe, as well as out of 
it, the enemy’s means of offence have ené¢reas- 


defence. I am therefore sorry to find that 
the idea of invasion is now pretty generally 
treated with levity; and I was seriously ¢on- 
cerned a few days ago, when I heard a noble 
lord (Castlereagh) who is a cabinet minister, 

ive it as his opinion that the war had now 
in a great measure changed its character, and 
that the enemy, who for a considerable time 
had appeared to have lost sight of the colo- 
nies, seemed now to be directing his principal 
efforts towards them. If the noble lord 
meant, that whilst the pressure had encreased 
abroad it had been lightened ac home, ia 
that opinion I hope that he stands alone in 
thecabinet. If he only meant to say that it 
had now become necessary for us to havea 
larger force than before to protect ourcolonies, 


ing was, as it appeared to me to be, that we 
may without risk obtain those reinforcements 
abroad by a diminution of that force which 
was before deemed necessary for our defence 
at home, I trust and hope that he does not 
find any of his colleagues of the same opinion, 
If the force we had in Europe last year was 
not more than was requisite, it must now be 
two small; for, whilst the enemy’s general 
means of offence have encreased, [ can dis- 
cover nothing in the actual state of the war 
which should induce us to suppose, that if 
he ever seriously entertained the project of 
invasion, he has now relinquished it. The 
manner in which he is now conducting his 
operations does not appear to me to be incon- 
sistant with the supposition that his ultimate 
views are still chiefly directed to and mainly 
intent upon the execution of that great enters 
prize. The expeditions which he is sends 
ing out to the attack of our colonies may be 
considered, not only in the light of indepen- 
dent operations highly important in theme 
selves, but also perhaps as powerful divers 
sions in favour of an intended attack upon 
great Britain and Ireland, to which they not 
improbably may be the prelude. _I say, sir, 
that if these expeditions are conducted with 
tolerable skill and vigour, they afford the. ene- 
my a double chance of success, either of 
which is sufficient to justify the enterprize; 
first, the chance of striking a blow abroad 
that will do us great,:perhaps irreparable mise 
chief, and secondly, combined with this, the 
further chance of drawing to a.great distance 
from home a considerable part .of our naval 
forces and of our regular‘army, The fore 


I perfectly agree with him; but if his mean- | 


ed in a greater proportion than our means of . 
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mer, supposing them even to have taken the 
right direction in pursuit of his expedition, 
may not be recalled in time to assist in frus- 
trating his ulterior designs; and the latter, 
on our present system, we have little hopes of 
replacing but in a great length of time. 
hilst we were indulging, as the noble lord 
- seemed to do, in the idea that the project of 
invasion was given wp, might it not happen 
that the enemy, after drawing a great part of 
our naval force in an uncertain pursuit of 
his expeditions, after establishing a dangerous 
war in our colonies, after landing for instance 
{as he probably may do long betore our squa- 
drons reach the West indies) 10°-ar 12,000 
men in Jamaica, where we ‘have only between 
and 4,co0 troops to oppose him,—might 
it not happen, I say, that his fleet, quitting 
those seas as soon as the troops and stores 
were landed, should disappear ‘before ours 
- arrived there? and, whilst our adfniral re- | 
mained for a time uncertain of their subse- 
uent rout, and in that uncertainty unwil- 
ing to quit the theatre of so important a con- 
test, and to abandon Jamaica to its fate, is it 
not probable, nay iz such a case, is it not 
almost certain, that the enemy would arrive 
again in the European seas long before our 
squadron that had gone in pursuit of him, 
es even before it ‘had quitted the West 
ndies, involved, as I suppose them in an ar- 
duous state of warfare? After what we have 
seen, can we say that all this is an exagerat- 
ed supposition? why should they not eff.ct 
their landing in Jamaica before the arrival of 
a fleet that left Europe nearly five weeks after 
them? why should not a large fleet get back 
to a port in Europe as well as the Rochefort 
squadron? but if the former of these events 
takes place, namely, the landing of 10,000 
men in Jamaica, the enemy will have suc- 
' ceeded, either in capturing that island, or at 
_ feast in establishing in it a war, of which the. 
ultimate issue will at best be precarious, but 
of which the enevitable consequences would 
be infinite mischief to the island, the suspen- 
sion ( piney for many years after the enemy’s 
expulsion from it) of the greater part of the 
advantages which wederivefrom that important 
colony, and a fatal drain of men from our regu- 
Jar army now at home: and therefore the pro-. 
bality of this first success as an independant 
operation is, under the present circumstances, 
in itself quite sufficient to account for his hav- 
ing determined on this active employ ment of a 
part of his force, whilst in the mean time the 
equipment of the Spanish navy, the augmenta- 
_ tion of the French, and the other preparations 
for the invasion of Great Britain and Ireland 
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bined with this first success, namely, the land. 
ing of such a force in Jamaica, the second 

supposition, namely, the safe return of these s 
fleets, like the former, to Europe, should alsq 
be realised, it will then be found that, be. 
sides the advantage of having established a 
destructive war in the West Indies, which 
would probably terminate in the destructiog 
for many years of the colony more important 
to our commercial greatness perhaps than any 
that we possess, he would also have brought 
about, in our relative situations at home, a 
change highly advantageous to his further 
designs; our force in Kurope being greatly 
weakened, whilst his remained undiminished, 
for the detaching 10 or even 20,000 men to 
the colonies cannot ‘be considered as any di. 
minution of the military force of the French 
in Europe, since their government has the 
power of replacing them and augmenting its 
army at pleasure. But this is not all; I will 
go further, and however extravagant the idea 
which I am going to state may appear to 
some, I am not atraid of stating it as one 
deserving of the serious attention of govern. 
ment: what I mean is, that if we were for an 
instant thrown off our guard at home in con- 
sequence of these distant attacks, the enemy’s 
fieets, after landing as 1 have supposed their 
troops in Jamaica, or other valuable foreign 
possessions, might unexpectedly make their 
appearance in such a situation as to gain a 
temporary superiogity in the narrow seas, take- 
possession of the anchorage of the downs, and 
bring over that immense army, which éf in « 
posession of that anchorage for a few days 
only, they would ‘have ample means of trans- 
porting across the chanoel. A righthon, 
gent (the secretary at war) smiles I perceive, 
and probably considers this idea as very ab- 
surd. He may sneer at it if he pleases, but I 
hope that those near him who are in the ca 
binet, do not treat it with quite so much 
contempt. If the idea in itself is an absur. 
dity, it is not altogether one of my own ine 
vention; for I happen to know from perfectly 
good authority that a similar project was ene 
tertained in the American war, and was ac- 
tually proposed, as one that he was desirous 
of acting upon, by a French officer of repu- 
tation, then in a high responsible situation, } 
mean the marquis de Bouillé, 1 have good 
reason to state possitively, that previous to 
admiral Rodney’s falling in with count de 
Grasse’s fleet, the marquis de Bouillé pro- 
posed to the admiral to depart suddenly from 
the West Indies, to return straight to Europe, 
and to enter the channel (which they would 
then have commanded for a time, as they did 


at another period of the war) for the purport 


are uninterruptedly carried on. and if, com- | 
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_ for serious consideration, now that the 


immense army On ovr coasts. 


_ magnitude, exclusive of the mischief which 
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of bringing over to England the army which 


This project, I am fully persuaded, was 
seriously entertained ; and if it was then 
thought practicable by an officer of repute, 
as M. de Bouillé was, why should a 
similar idea be treated as too extravagant 


enemy possesses means, such as France never 
before possessed, of taking advantage of a 
temporary superiority in the narrow seas ?— 
for again I say, let it be recollected that the 
anchorage of the Downs and the Streights 
being for a very few days only in possession 
of the enemy, would suffice to enable their 
Hotillas to effect the disembarkation of an 
But in what- 
ever degree this idea may or may not be 
thought deserving attention, yet [ think that 
the general reasoning must be admitted to be 
jest, by which I have attempted to shew that 
the operations that are now going cn abroad 
are by no means inconsistent with a persever- 
ance in the ulterior designs of invasion which 
the enemy has hitherto been supposed to enter- 
tain,and thatdistant operations of this sort and 


may immediately result from them to our 
colonies, commerce, and finances, may be 
considered as having a direct tendency to 
facilitate that ultimate enterprize, by the cer- 
tainty of greatly weakening the regular part 
of our home defensive army, and by the 
probable chance of leading our Aeets astray. 
Atall events, I shall presently prove beyond 
all possibility of dispute, that since the 
resent chancellor of the exchequer came 
into office, the enemy’s means of attacking 
us in Europe, as well as out of it, have been 
added to in a much greater proportion than 
our means of defence. For, setting aside 
the idea of the sudden return of the squa- 
drons which they have since sent to the West 
Indies, yet the accession of that part of the 
Spanish navy now in Europe which is capa- 
ble of going to sea, is more than equal to 
double the number of French ships now 
abroad; so that (exclusive of the addition 
that may have been made to the French and 
Datch fleets and flotillas in another year of 
pteparation) the combined fleets at this mo- 
ment fit for sea in Europe, are actually 14 or 
1§ sail of the line more numerous than they 
were last year; whilst we, to supply the place 
of the large squadrons that we have since that 
time detached to the West Indies, &c. have 
Only added one to the number of ships in 
commission above the rate of frigates. —Let us 
now enquire whether the exertions that have 
made. to strengthen our land forces at 
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home, have been such as to counterbalance 
this disadvantage. In comparing the offi- 
cial returns which. have been presented to the 
house at different periods, I find, that on the 
1st of January, 1804, the gross amount of 
cavalry and infantry of all descriptions, in- 
cluding militia, was 220,418, of , which 
46,698 were abroad: on the ist of June, 
1805, the gross amount of cavalry, infantry, © 
and militia of all descriptions, was 232,642, 
of which 63,358 were abroad: so that the 
numbers at home in the first period were 
173,720, and in the second period 162,284, 
being a diminution in the latter of 4,436, 
and thus whilst, as I have before proved, 
the enemy’s means of attacking us in Europe 
have received a most powerful augmentation, 
ours, instead of encreasing, have actually’ 
diminished.—From all that I havesaid, ic is, 
I think, abundantly clear, that whether with 
a view to our situation at home or abroad, 
whatever reason there was for a parliamentary 
enquiry last year, when the right hen. gent. 
so strenuously supported it, that reason now 
exists in a still stronger degree; and 1 a:n 
therefore entitled to his assent to the reso- 
lutions, which I shall presently propose.— 
The first of these resolutions is * That it 
‘is highly expedient that the regular army 
‘should be kept up'as nearly as possible csm-_ 
‘plete to the establishment which has been 
‘provided for by parliament.’ ‘This is a 
proposition which, in whatever light it be 
considered, scems to admit of no possibility 
of dispute If it be considered as expressive 
of an opinion that the number of men voted 
in the army estimates of the present year was 
not greater than the exigencies of the war 
and the present state of Europe, render it 
expedient for us to keep on foot, in support: 
of my proposition as relating to that specific 
amount of force, I have the authority of 
ministers and of parliament; for upon what 
grounds did the former propose, or the latter 
adopt, estimates for such an establishment, 
unless it was thought both expedient and 
practicable to keep it up. ‘The amount of 
the sums vcted and provided for by parlia- 
ment for army services, is nearly 2,000,0001. 
sterling greater than it need have been, if 
there had been no necessity or intention of en-- 
creasing our efective force beyond its present 
amount. A great part of this sum, I mean 
that which was allotted for the daily pay of 
private soldiers who are not effective, will of 
course be accounted for; and therefore, al- 
thongh it must be admitted, that to allot to 
any branch of the public service so much 
larger a sum than is requisite, must be liable- 
to many objections; yet I allow, that in this: 
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respect, namely, in what relates to the daily 
ay of the private soldiers, there is no actual 
joss to the public. In other respects how- 
ever, there is a very considerable loss: for it 

_ must be observed, that the full establishment 
of officers and non-commissioned officers is 
always paid as complete, although the number 
of privates be (as at present) miserably defi- 
Cient ; and the number and consequent ex- 
nce of the former is therefore much greater 

in og to that of the latter, than it 
ought to be, and would be if the establish- 
‘ment and the effective strength of the army 
were not. so widely different in amount. 
This is one soutce of unnecessary expence 
arising out of that difference ; and another 
is, that although the sum voted for the daily 
_ pay of the privates is expended only for 
such as are effective, yet the sums voted for 
the cloathing, agency, &c. of each complete 
Fegiment is actually paid in full, without 
any reference whatever to the real number 
of men to be cloathed : So that in proportion 
as the effective strength of the regiment is 
below the establishment, the profits to the 
colonel, and unnecessary expence 'o the pub- 
lic is encreased. With a view to e:onomy, 
therefore, it is clear, that as a general prin- 
ciple it is at all times desirable that the 
establishment provided by parliament should 
not greatly exceed the effective strength of 
the army: and with particular reference to 
the present time, to the actual state of this 
country and of Europe, and the nature of the 
contest in which we find ourselves engaged, 
it must be admitted to be in the highest de- 
gree expedient and necessary, that the effec- 
tive strength of the army should be nearly 
equal to the numbers that were this year 
voted. It is therefore incumbent on his 
Majesty’s ministers to shew us the means by 
which they expect to make good the defi- 
ciency ; or rather I should say that, seeing 
the enormous amount of this deficiency, and 
the experienced inefficacy of all the measures 
which his majesty’s ministers have adopted 
for making it good, it is become the duty of 
parliament to investigate a subject of such 
Importance. What the deficiency is, and 


what the progress made by the present ad- 


ministration towards the completion of the 
army, will appear from the statements con- 
tained in the subsequent resolutions: which 
statements are accurately extracted from the 
official returns now in possession of the mem- 
bers of this house. ‘The second resolution 
that I have to propose therefore is, * That 
‘from the returns lately presented to this 
‘house, it appears that on the 1st of the 


‘present month, there was a deficiency of 
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* 45,134 men in his majesty’s regular British 
* cavalry and infantry, and of 4,212 in the 
* foreign corps; amounting together to 49,346 
‘ men wanting to complete the regular army,’ 
—In the next resolution, which contains q — 
statement of the progress that we are makin 
towards the completion of the army, I have 
confined my view to that part of it only 
which consists of British troops; because 
the recruiting of the foreign corps is so un- 
certain, that it, is impossible from an average 
of the last 12 or18 months, to judge of what 
may happen in the ensuing. ‘The third | 
resolution, therefore, is, * That, from the 
* returns presented to this house of the effective 
* strength of his majesty’s forces on the 1st 
‘of January, 1804, and the rst of June, 
‘1805, it appears that, at the former. period, 
‘the total amount of regular British cavalry 
‘and infantry was 122,700 men (including 
* 1,000 recruits at the army depot.who were 
* omitted in the said returns) and at the latter 
‘ period 137.345, being an increase of 14,645 
* men ; but that this was in part occasioned by 


* the enlistment of 8,963.men from the militia, 


‘—so that the actual increase arising from 
‘any means that can be considered as per. 
* manent, was not more than 5,682 men in 17 
‘ months, which is at the rate of about 4,000 
* men per anpum, being something less than 
‘one-eleventh part of the present deficiency,’ 
But if we goa little further into detail, we 
shall find, that of this small encrease of the 
army which has been effected in the last 17 
months, a very small proportion only has 
taken place in that part of it which is of the 
greatest importance. The infantry consti. 
tutes the main jorce of every army ; it is 
that to which every military man, in enquit- 
ing into the strength of an army, first directs 
his attention; it is that which is necessary 
upon all occasions. But if this is the case 
with respect to armies in general, it is still 
more strongly so with respect to ours in pas- 
ticular, on account of the great number of 
our foreign possessions, in which infantry 
alone is employed. It is therefore interesting 
to consider this branch of our military force 
separately ; and with that view I have drawn 
up the following resolutions, namely, ‘ That 
‘on the 1st of January, 1804, the whole 
‘ infantry of the regular army, amounted to 
* 119,523 men (including the recruits at the 
‘army depot who were omitted in the 

* return) and that of this number 12,900 oF 
‘thereabouts consisted of foreign corps; 99 
‘that the British infantry at that time amount- 
‘ed to 106,623 men.’—* Thaton the 1st of 
« June,1805, the whole infantry of the regular 
‘ army amounted to 137,213, including abost. 
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s 20,178 belonging to foreign corps (of whom 
« 5,401 consisted of Ceylon Native troops.) 


That the whole amount of British infantry 


“ at that time was therefore 117,035, being 
* 30,402 more than on the 1st of January, 


- 7804. But, as in this increase are included 


8,963 men enlisted from the militia, it ap- 
« pears that the whole increase of British in- 
“ fantry arising from any means that can be 
“ considered as permanent, has not exceeded 
1,439 men in 17 months; which is at the 
“ rate of 1015 men, or about one 36th part 
« of the present deficiency, in 12 months.”— 
This, sir, is an accurate statement of the pre- 
sent situation of our army. A right hon. 

ent. (the secretary at war) may shake his 
fad, as I perceive he does; but I defy him 
to prove the smallest inaccurasy in any part 
of my statement, unless indeed he shall again 
acknowledge that the returns which’ he has 
presented are not correct. If the returns are 
correct, my statements are so likewise; this 
ean be examined into in the committee, and 
there I defy that hon, gent.to point out the 
inost trifling circumstance, or a single figure 
in which my resolutions are not supported 


-by the documents on the table :—at all 


events what I now propose are mere resolu- 
tions, which as we know from recent expe- 
rience, it would be easy to rescind.—In the 
mean time, I will pledge myself to prove 
from the papers on the table, that in that 
part of the public force which it is most 
essential to keep ona high footing, the in- 
fantry I mean, the increase in 12 months 
has not exceeded one-36th part of the defi- 
ciency ; and that even the increase consists 
chiefly, if not entirely, of an augmentation 
of the namber of officers, occasioned by the 
formation of new battalions, of which I shail 
speak hereafter. So that as far as relates to 
the operations of any permanent sources of 
supply, it has absolutely stood still; I say 
permanent, for the recruiting from the militia, 
though I greatly approve, and have frequently 
urged the having recourse to it, is one which 
his majesty’s ministers, unless they abandon 

principles on which they carried that 
measure into effect, cannot consider as a per- 


, Manent resource ; and it is in itself no real 


augmentation of our military force. ‘Ihe 
number of men actually raised by all the other 


vatious modes of recruiting the regular infan-- 


try, whether for general or limited service, 
has barely kept pace with the casualties ; and 
that too, let it be observed, during a period 
which, excepting in the East Indies, has 

na period rather of a preparation for 
war, than of actual war, ‘the army has 


enjoyed all the general advantages of a state 
Vou, V, 
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| of war for recruiting ; all the herefit too, if 


there be any, of all the measures which the 
right hon. gent. (Mr. Pitt) and his colleagues 
have been able to ‘devise; and, excepting in 
the East Indies, it has suffered none of those. 
losses which we must look to in the conti- 
nuation of the contest; and yet, taking the 
cavalry and infantry jointly, the excess of 
the recruits over the casualties, even inclu- 
ding the great encrease of officers, has been 
only one-1ith part of the deficiency; and 
the infantry, which wants near 40,000 men 
of its compliment, has absolutely stuod still. 
But if this has been the case in the last 17 
months, a period so barren of military 
events, is it not probable, nay, is it not 
certain, that in the progress of the war 
(which cannot continue to be quite so quiet) 
the army will progressively decline, in pro- 
portion as the exigencies of the war encrease? 
Must not this be the natural consequence of 
our continuing to place our reliance on 
measures, so futile as those which his ma- 
jesty’s ministers have hitherto had recourse 
to? Upon these grounds it is, sir, that after 
exhibiting as 1 have done in the former re- 
solutions, the discouraging results of the 
returns upon the table, I shall proceed to 
propose the following resolutions, namely, 
That, considering the small progress made 
** towards compleating the army during a 
** period, in which, excepting in the East 
** Indies, very lit:le loss has been sustained 
** in consequence of military operations; and, 
* considering the nature of the contest in 
‘* which we are engaged, this house is of opi- 
** nion, that it is necessary to have recourse to 
** some more cflicacious system, for the supply 
*€ of the army, than that which has been hi- 
** therto pursued.” And ** That, as it does not 
‘appear that his majesty’s ministers have 
** any intention of proposing any new mra- 
** sore with a view to the furthering of the 
‘* recruiting service, cr to the improvement 
of our military system, this house do 
therefore resolve itself into a committee 
** of the whole house, in order to deliberate 
upon these highly important subjects,”’"— 
Now, sir, I am really at a loss to know upon 
what grounds it is that the right hon. gent. 
and his friends who voted with him for a si- 
milar enquiry last year, can resist it now. 
The plea then was, that our military force, 
particularly the army, was inadequate to the 
exigencies of the war, and that the system 
of the laté administration afforded no pros- 
pect of augmenting it. The exigencies of 


the war have, since that time, iscreased in 

a very, alarming degree, whilst all tle, right 

hon. gentleman’s beasted plans ans! projects 
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for the augmentation of the army have ut- 
terly and entirely failed.—Both the amount 
and distribution of the enemy’s forces are 
much more menacing now than they were 
Jast. year. Abroad, our most valuable pos- 
sessions, which last year were in a state of 
security, are now confessedly exposed to im- 
minent danger; at home, the enemy’s means 
of offence have powerfully increased, whilst 
our means of defence, so far from keeping 

ace with him, have positively diminished. 
year the enemy’s vaval force, in the 
number of ships of the line, was to ours only 
as two to three ; the numbers now are neatly, 
if not quite egual, Our military force at 
home, which last year was thought barely 


sufficient for defence against the lesser dan- 


ger, is now not only proportionablys aller, 
(with reference, I mean, to the great in- 
crease of the enemy’s means), but it is actu- 
ally and positively diminished: it is threat- 
ened, too, with a still further reduction, by 
the large detachments which are now and 
Jong have been embarked at Cork, and are 
apparently kept in readiness to sail for the 
support or recovery of our colonies, where 
there is every appearance of the commence- 
ment of operations, which, if they should 
continue, would (as we know from experi- 
ence) prove a dreadful drain to the flower of 
ovr army, whatever, in other respects, their 
ultimate issue might be. Looking, therefore, 
at the present state of our affairs as compared 
with the past, it is manifest that the public 
force is now infinitely more inadequate to 
the services required of it than it was when 
the right hon. gent. voted for the enquiry 
which I now proppse: and as to the fu/ure, 
what possible ground is there for hoping that 
the state of our army will improve, or that, 
when the war becomes active, it will not ra- 
pidly fall off? The right hon. gent. in an- 


_ swer to a question which I put to him before 


I gave notice of my present motion, declared 
that he had no new measures to propose; and, 


_ judging of the probable future results of his 


present system by -the ample trial it has al- 
ready had, what can. we expect from it? 
what, I say, has hitherto been the result of 
all his boasted plans for the supply of the 
army? Is it not proved in the manner of all 
others the most indisputable, namely, by a 
comparison of the official returns of the ef- 
fective strength of the army at different dates? 
is it not proved, I say, that, during a period 
in which we have had no loss of men by mi- 
lntary operations, excepting in the East In- 
dies only, the infantry, which wants nearly 
40,000 men of its compliment, has abso- 
luicly gained nothing? that the casualties 


have at least equalled the number of men — 
raised by all the multifarious modes of te. 
cruiting,—parish officers and all ? And let it 
be remarked, too, that a great propsrtion of 
the men that have been raised consists of new ’ 
levies, which, before he came into office, had 
been set on foot by. his predecessors.—And 
has he not, as his last resource, been obliged 
to have recourse to recruiting the army from. 
the militia;—from that militia which we 
have so often heard him declare ought to be 
held sacred, and which, before his ardent 
hopes of the wonderful effects of his famous 
parish bill, were disappointed, he would not 
upon any account consent to touch? What 
reason, then,- resulting from a comparison of 
our present state with that in which he last 
year voted for an enquiry—what reason re. 
sulting from any hope of the future that can 
reasonably be grounded upon the experience 
of the past, will any man, who did vote for 
that enquiry then, assign for resisting it now? 
I really can conceive none, excepting, indeed, 
one, which the right hon, gent. himself will 
hardly avow, and which some of his col- 
leagues would scarcely carry their complai- 
sance to him so far as to concur in if he did, 
namely, that he “is prime minister now, and 
that he was not in that situation then. But 
whatever a few of his friends may feel, the 
majority of the house, I trust, will not carry 
so far their blind confidence in a minister 
under whose management the country has 
been brought into a situation, beyond all 
comparison worse than it was at that time, 
when he himself declared it to be the duty 
of parliament to enquire into the state of the 
public force, and investigate the means of | 
improving it.—But, sir, it may perhaps be 
asked of me, what, if the house adopted my 
motion, I should have to propose to the com- 
mittee to do, with a view to remedy the evils 
of which I complain? Sir, I do not know 
that it is incumbent on me to propose any 
thing. I have attempted to prove, that our 
present system is defective, inefficacious, and 
requires revision, If 1 have established that, 
as I think I have, then I have done enough 
to justify my motion, and I might, without — 
impropriety perhaps, leave the rest to the 
wisdom of the house. I believe, indeed, 
that it is almost impossible to put a stop all 
at once to the various bad consequences that 
have resulted from the system which has for 
some time past been pursued; and certainly 
I do not pretend to effect so much, Buta 
change is absolutely necessary ; izmediate be- 
nefits, of great magnitude and importance, 
would ub from such improvements in our 
military system as‘1 should propose to the 
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committee to adopt at once; and the rest 


| would follow.—lI shali therefore briefly stare 


the outlines of what 1 would now propose; 
but must previously apprise the house, that 
these suggestions, although in my opinion of 
infinite importance, are no longer new. ‘The 
subject has been ‘so often discussed ; I have 
myself so frequently delivered my opinions 
epon it in the house; my right hon. triend 
(Mr. Windham) above all, has treated it in 
so masterly a manner, that little more is left 
for me now, than either to repeat myself, or 
imperfectly to recapitulate what he at various 
times has so forcibly urged, But the subject 


is one of such transcendant importance to the 


glory, the welfare, and the safety of the state, 


that I shali venture to trespass a little longer 


on the patience of the house.—lIt, then, we 
do go into a committee, the first thing that 
I would propose to it to do, would be, to un- 
do all that the right hon. gent. (Mr, Pitt) 
has done; namely, to repeal at once the 
whole of his Parish Bill; and if I obtained 
from the committee no more than this, I 
should congratulate myself on having ren- 
dered an essential service to the country, and 
on having removed one of the numerous ob- 


stacles which stand in the way of our getting | 


such an army as we might and ought to pos- 
sess, ** What,” will it be said, ** would 
you at once destroy that beautiful system, 
from which, in the eloquent description that 
was given of it by its author, we were taught 
to expect such happy results? Have you no 
consideration for those sixty battalions, who 


_ so tenderly sympathize with your favourite 


regular army ?’’—None at-all, sir.—Noihing 
less than the immediate destruction of the 
whole fabric would satisfy me, At the time 
of the introduction of that bill, 1 urged my 
objections to its being passed into a law; and 
the sooner it is expunged from the statutes 
the better. For really, sir, the general prin- 
ciples of it are so absurd, that 1 cannot ima- 
gine how a man of that right hon. gentle- 


/ man’s abilities could ever have conceived 


such a scheme. » He says, that before he came 
into office, his objection was, not so much 
that the gross amount of our force was insuf. 
ficient, as that too small a proportion of it 
was disposeable. Now, what are the means 
by which he sets about to remedy this defect ? 
Why by an attempt to double the amount of 


'dn-disposable force ; for, if his plan succeeded, 


if the sixty battalions which he has set on 
foot at an enormous and altogether useless 
expence had been filled, we should, including 


-Militia, have 140,000.-men engaged for home 


service only. Is it possible to conceive a 


preposterous mode of setting about to 


obtain a disposeable army? Is it not evident 
to every man of common sense that this ene 
ormous home army must absorb the greater 
part of the men who would otherwise go in- 
to the regiments of the line? for this home 
army holds out to them not only all the ge- 
neral inducements to enlist which the regu 
lar army can offer, but also many_very im- 
portant and weighty advantages which are 
peculiar tu it, and which the latter does not 
possess. For, if we consider for a moment 
what are the circumstances or dispositions 
which induce men to enlist as private sol- 
diers, we shall be convinced that either tem- 
porary distress, or an inclination to an idle © 
and vagrant life mixed with a desire of figur- 

ing in a gay and splendid military dress, are 

amongst the most frequent and powerful; and 

ail these operate as.much in favour of the 

home army as of the regiments of the line; - 
in addition to which, the former can «ffer aa. 


‘good pay and a much higher bounty toa 


man for five years service at home, than the 
latter can give to induce him to bind himself 
for life to serve in all parts of the world, It 
is therefore evident, that great numbers of 
men, who would go into the regular army 
if they had no other opportunity of gratify- 
ing those propensities which induce them to 
make trial of a military life; especially if 
they could engage in it for a limited term of 
years, will now prefer those branches of the 
service in which all those propensities are 
equally gratified, in which they will at the 
eud of five years have the option of remain- 
ing or changing their situation if they do not 
like it, and in which they are not exposed to 
be sent to those climates, the fatal effects of . 
which afe so universally known and dreaded : 

and thus it must be evident to every man of 

common sense, that the more you extend this 

receptacle, the home army, the more you - 
obstruct the recruiting of the regular army, 

which, if it was differently constituted as to 

the duration of service, and had not to com- 

bat such a competition as you now raise 

against it, would probably be filled without. . 
difficulty.—From these considerations I am 
justitied, first, in assuming that all the men 
whom you draw into the 4ome army, are, in 
fact, diverted from the regulars; and se- 
condly, in denying that any mea are obtain- 
ed, either by this or other such schemes, wha 
might not, by a more judicious management, 
have been obtained for general service for a 
limited time. This is the main objection to 
all establishments of this sort generally: and 
as to this particular scheme of the right hon, 
gent, itis, from beginning to end, fraughe 
with absurdities and defects peculiarly its 
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own. What can be more absurd, or if not 
aliogether nagatory, what more mischievous, 
than the idea of employing the parish officers 
as recruiting serjeants? and yet this is the 
grand merit of the bill; ir is, to use an ex- 
peace of my right hon, friend (Mr. Wind- 
am) the sole invention for which this patent 
was taken our, I have heard the right hon. 
gent, the author of this bill, describe, in ge- 
‘neral terms, the manifold advantages of this 
invention; but I confess I am still quite ig- 
-norant how it is to operate; and I entreat of 
him to condescend, for once, to lay aside 
that eloquence which he can so readily apply 
' to every occasion, bat which may sometimes 
tend rather to dazzle than instruct an ordi- 
nary understanding, in the investigation of a 
subject so plain as this; 1 would entreat of 
him, I say, to condescend for once to tell 
me, in plain simple language, how it is that 
these parth officers are to perform the task 
which he has assigned to them. Would he 
have them do what all other recruiters, in all 
countries, are obliged to do—would he have 
them pass whole days and nights in the ale- 
houses, drinkisg. with the lads whom. they 
wish to cajole inty the service? Is this the 
way in which he.would wish the parish offi- 
cers to pass their time? and yet all this is 
necessary tu recruiting, And if they did 
spend their time in this way, cculd they suc- 
ceed as well as co:emon recruiting serjeants ? 
A glowing description, given over the how], 
of all the pleasures, the adventures, the glo- 
rivs, Of a Campaign, coming from the mouth 


ef a who ts supposed to have experi: need. 


them, raises the wonder of many a country 
Vad, and excites in him an admiration of this 
serjeant, whom he b-Heves to have performed 
hig share of these heroic deeds: but, how 
would all this sound.in the mouth of a peace- 
ful church-warden? In short, if parish off- 
cers are to set about-recruiting in the ordinary 
‘way, they must begin by leading as idle and 
as dissipated a life as recruiting serjeants do; 


and afer all, they will byt awkwardly at- 


tearot that which the other can perform with 
much more effect and address. And what 
extraordinary means have the former, which 
the latter do not possess?—As to influence, 
and the power of persuading men to go into 
the army, it is impossible they .can have any. 
But tr will perhaps be said, ‘ no’ matter 
whether you can conceive the meaws by which 
they are to raise men, the fact is they do raise 
them.” If this was really the case, still I 
should repeat, for the same reasons which I 
hefore assigned, that these very men might, 
by a more judicious management, have been 
procured for the regular regiments of the 
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line: but the true state of the case is, that 

the parish officers have not raised any men; 

and those which are returned as such, have 

in fact been procured by enormous high 

bounties paid by the parishes to crimps, and 

other professional recruiters, In the abstract 

of all the men raised under that act, which, 

in consequence of a motion of mine, has been 

presented to this house, itis stated that 3,999 

had been raised by the parishes: aad what 

particularly struck me, is, that of z,498 men 

stated to have been obtained in Ireland, 2,292 

are said to have been procured in that man- 

ner. My curiosity being excited by this ap. 
parent activity and success of the Irish parish 

officers, 1 mentioned it to a member for one 
of the Irish counties, who assured me that, 

during the recess, he had t..ken a very active 
part in carrying the act into effect in his 
county, but that nct a single man had been 

raised by the parishes in any other way than ° 
that which I have mentioned, namely, by 
contracting with professional recruiters ; and 
that this was the case in all the other counties, 
It is therefore clear that this bill, as was pre. 
dicted, has operated merely as a very partial 
and unjust method of raising money, and has 
been wholly ineffectual as a measure for ob- 
tajning any men who could not otherwise 
have. been, procured; whilst the manner in 
which this ca]l upon the parishes is made, 
has at the same time been the cause of conti- 
nuing those enormous bounties which the 
Army of Reserve Act had given rise to, and 
the abolition of which the right hon. gent, 
when he came into cffice, professed to be one 
of the great objects he had in view, For 
every man raised by the parishes under this. 
act, they receive 14], from government: for 
every man of their quota that they fail to 
raise, they are fined 20).: it is therefore 
clearly their interest to give any bounty short 
of 341. rather than suffer the fine: tor if they 
give 331. bounty, 14. of which is repaid to, 
them by government, the man costs them 
only ig]. whereas, if they kad not pracured 
him, they would have been fined 20], A 
further bounty of ten guineas is allowed to 
such men as shall volunteer from the limited 
service to the regiments of the line; and 
therefore every man who comes into the 
later through the medium of this parish 
army, may be computed to have cost the 
country 43l- in bounty only. Under these 
circumstances, it is to be presumed that 
men, who have determined on going into, 
the army, will, instead of taking the di- 
rect road, have sense and patience enough 
just to look in upon the parish army in their 
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way, and take its bounty along with thems 
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sak then we are told wonders of the effects of| 


this system of drawing men on by degrees to 
that, which if it had been proposed to them 


gil. at once they would have been afraid of 


yenturing upon.—Another very serious con- 
sequence of this bill, to which I wish to draw 
the attention of the house, is the enormous 
and worse than useless expence which, exclu- 
sive of these high bounties, has been occasion- 
ed by the measures which government have 
adopied for the purpose of carrying this sys- 
tem into effect. There are at present no less 
than 59 batallions, all complete in officers, 
allotted for the reception of thesy men. Nine- 
teen of these batallions it appears were ori- 
ginally formed for the purpose of receiving 
the men raised under the army of reserve act 
of 1803, and were afterwards allotted for the 
reception of the men-to be raised under this 

rmanent additional force act, a3 it is called. 

ot content with this number, which might 
have been deemed at least sufficient untill 
the experiment had been tricd, the right hon. 
gent. in his eagerness to provide room for the 


’ hosts that were to be poured in by his recruit- 


ing parish officers, did at one stroke create 
40 new batallions, at an enormous and _to- 
tally useless expence to the public, and to the 
great detriment of the army, which could 
not fail to be considerably deteriorated by 
such an unnatural promotion of « flicers, and 
by the call that was also made on it to furnish 
non-commissioned eflicers for these new ba- 
tallions. ‘he expence of 59 batallicns in pay 
of officers, agency, allowance made to the 
colonels for cloathing men who do not exist, 
and other regimental allowances, totally inde- 
pendant of the pay and cloathing of the 
effective men, amounts to upwards of 400,000). 
per annum, every farthing of which would 
have been saved to the public if since the 
commencement of the war, government had 
gone upon the plan of not raising new regi- 
ments ull the old ones were pretty nearly 
completed. But even admitting, which I do 
not, the policy of having some batallions of 
this sort, were not the 1g which the right 
hon, gent, found when he came into office suf- 
ficient ?—sufficient for every useful purpose, 
even in this point of view, they certainly 
were, as appears by the returns;—quite suffi- 


_ cient to receive a larger number of men than 


has been raised under this act, in addition to 
what they before contained. But they were 
Not sufficient to display in all its force the 
beautiful theory of the right hon. gentleman’s 
new fangled miliiary system; since a promi- 
hent feature of that system is, that every re- 
giment of the line shall have its fellow batal- 
fion in this ‘hew home army; and tor this 
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sole purpose 40 new hatallions were created, 
the’expence of which in the pay of officers, 
agency, allowance fur cloathing, &c. amounts 
to about 350,000l. oe annum over and above 
what would have been required for the pay 
and cloathing of all the men raised under this’ 
act, if they had been put into the 19 batal- 
lions that previously existed for limited ser- 
vice. And as the total number of effective 
men raised under this act, as stated in the re. 
turns, does not exceed 4,500, they have cost 
about Sol. per man in owe year, exclusive of 
their pay and cloathing, and of the enormous 
bounties, —Considering this measure, there- 
fore, in every point of view, its expence to 
the public, its inefficacy asa measure tor raise 
ing men, its oppressive and unjust. operation 
as a tax, and the injurious competition raised 
by it against the regular recruiting, I should 
feel that 1 had done the country and thearmy 
an essential service if, in the commitree 
which I propose, it should be resolved to re- 
peal that act.—After I had got rid of the 
right hon, gentleman’s parish bill, and before 
I proceeded to the investigation of the means 
of improving the constitution of the regular 
army liself, I should be desizous of pruning 
some cther branches of our military system, 
by which it is overshadowed ; and with this 
view I should direct the attention of the 
committee to the Volunteer establishment, 
of which the right hon, gent. is so zealcus an 
admirer, but which I have always thought 
the most absurd system that was ever ima- 
gined by any government for the defence and 
security of a great empire. I do not mean 
to say that we ought to trust to our regular 
army only; 1 am very far indeed from esti- 
mating lightly the advantages to be derived 
from the exertions of a great proportion of 
the people properly and judiciously prepared 
to co-operate with the army for the defence of 
their country; Lhave always carried my ideas 
of the value of such co-operation as far as any 
man of some experience and observation in 
military affairs can reasonably do; but my 
opinion is, that all establishments of this sore 
should be made entirely subordinate to the 
regular army, that they should be so model- 
led and aranged that they could at no .ime 
and in no way interfere or come in competi-« 
tion. with it, that their whole tendency 
should be to support and strengthen it. This 
is not the occasion to enter into any detailed 
explanation of the manner in which I should 
wish to constitute these subsidiary branches 
of the public force: nor am I so sanguine 
ag to suppose that we could in the short re- 
mainder of the present: session, completely. 
digest and establish such a system as | allude. 
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to; but some of the de“ects of the Volunteer 
system are so glaring as to deserve our im- 
mediate consideration, And first, I must 
miention that abominable prostitution of mi- 
Yitary honours, titles, and distinctions, which 
have: been so indiscriminately and profusely 
Javished upon men of all ranks and descrip- 
tions. The absurdity and mischievous ten- 
dency of it has at different times been most 
forcibly illustrated by my right hon. friend 
{Mr..Windham), and I have never missed an 
7 opportunity of expressing my disgust at it; 
but I cannot let it pass without again repro- 
bating it, as it deserves to be. What indeed 
can be so disgusting, what so likely to lessen 
the respect for the military profession, and 
what therefore more impolitic in the present 
times in particular, than this mockery? 
. Military titles were valued once as an ho- 
nourable distinction in society. Old and 
meritorious officers, after long and hard ser- 
_ wices, were gratified and rewarded by obtain- 
| ing the title of colonel, What must the 
disgust and mortification be now, at seeing 
persons who never quitted the safe and peace- 
| ful walks of civil life, assuming those titles 
which formerly pointed them cut as men 
who had devoted themselves to the honour- 

. . able profession of arms, and which were 
> almost the only reward for the services they 
, had rendered to their country? But are the 
titles all.2 No, sir, the real rank and com- 

| mand annexed to those. titles has also been 
wantonly bestowed upon the officers of the 

volunteers; and if the couutry was to be 

‘ invaded to-morrow, every lieutenant-colonel 

of his majesty’s regular army would be ex- 
posed to find himsclf and his regiment too, 

placed ina situation equally humiliating to 

| the army and dangerous to the service; that 
é is to say, in the situation of being absolately 
under the command of a colonel ot volunteers. 
| Whatever the civil occupation of the latter, 
ia and however respectable their station in 
civil life, and the professions in the exercise 

‘of which they employ themselves may be, 

. they can have no right to the tifles and 
~powers of military rank; and perhaps there- 

| fore, with respect to the general principle of 
their unfitness for military command, this 

can make but little difference: yet I cannot 

help particularising one instance of the man- 

ner in which this rank has been bestowed, 

because it is so ludicrous, as to afford a happy 

illustration of the absurdity of the system 

that is acted upon. It is only with this view 

that I am induced to mention it; and in 

doing so I trust that I shall not speak of 

. the imdividual in question in any way that 

be considered as taking an unfair 
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advantage of my situation as a member of 
parliament. Nothing can be further from 
my intentions; it is the shing and not the 
man I wish to hold up to ridicule. From 
all that I have heard, 1 believe him to be a 
worthy good sort of a man, and of an educa. 
tion superior to what people in his situation 
generally possess: and I cannot conceive 
that he or any decent tradesman can have so 
little sense as to be ashamed of the appel. 
lation that belongs to the trade which he ins 
dustriously, honestly, and openly exercises 
in one of the most public streets of the me. 
tropolis. But would it be believed, sig, in 
any country in the world, or can it be heard 
without indignation in this, that his majesty’s 
ministers, abusing the well-known devotion of 
the army to the will of its sovereign, should 
require of it to bear withont a murmur, 
that an officer, who, after 20 or 30 years of 
military service in all parts of the world, has 


at length obtained the rank of a lieut. colo. 


nel, should, if called out upon actual service 
in Great Britain, be exposed to the degra. 
dation of being commanded by a pastry. 
cook—a retailer of tarts and cheesecakes? 
He may be a most worthy man; evcry body 
knows that he is an excellent pastry-cook ; 
and his puffs and patties are as good as it is 
possible to make ; but is it not-too absurd for 
credibility, that the vender of them should. 
be a.colone! ? Ir is impossible not to laugh 
when one thinks of it; but it is also impos- 
sible not to feel indignant at this degradation 
of the military profession, ‘The pastry-cook 


may be perfectly justified in accepting the - 


rank; but what must we think of the go. 
vernment that bestows it? and how is it 
possible that the military profession should 
long he respected, that military honors should 
be velued, or that the true military spirit 
should be cherished in a country,, where, by 
the acts of the government itself, the army is 
thus degraded ? Consider too the immediate 
and practical consequences that may result 
from it, if the country was invaded, It is no 
exaggeration to say that his majesty’s officers, 


‘aye, his majesty’s regiments too, may be 


commanded by this man in the day of battle, 
or by others, who, however superior to him in. 
rank inciva/ life, must be equally unfit to exer- 
cise this military command over the officers of 


the army. If the Volunteers are mixed with — 


the king’s troops, as seems to be the inten- 
tion of government (and as indeed in some 
way or other they must be) and the general 
officers commanding a brigade or detachment 
are killed or wounded, the command would 
in most cases devolve on a volunteer colonel ; 


Jor almost’all the segiments off the line are 
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_ clause containing so monstrous an absurdity; 
but my voice did not prevail. The right 


toil so long) are undergone,—the experience 


‘One must suppose that in his opinion, the 


war. Nay, I remember that at the close of 


3 


commanded. by lieutenant-colonels, ‘whilst 
many of the volunteer corps have full -colo- 
nels at their head, who by an act of par- 
liament are entitled to rank above all 
lieutenant-colonels of the army. I did, in 
thecommittee upon that bill, oppose as much 
as lay in my power, the adoption of the 


hon. gentleman (Mr. Pitt) who attended so 
minutely to every clause and every stage of 
that bill, saw no objection to conferring this 
rank on volunteer officers; and I presume 
that in bis opinion, the hardships which 
entitle them to that rank (for which we must 


which fits them to command us, is acquired 
by that species of volunteer service called 
permanent duty. ‘The importance which the 
right hon. gent. seems to attach to this per- 
manent duty, appears to me quite curious, 


volunteers, by passing a fortnight in making 
merry and carousing in some village a few 
miles distant from their homes, (to the great 
inconvenience of the country, and neglect of 
their own business and useful occupations) 
do really acquire a very great portion of the 
military character and habits, and fitness for 


the last session, ‘when the right hon, gent. 
was reproached for not having performed 
any of his mighty promises of improvement 
in our military force, he actually did very 
ravely and seriously state to the house, that 
. strength and security of the country had, 
since he came into-office, been greatly en- 
creased by the circumstance of I don’t 
know how many thousands of the volunteers 
having been a whole fortnight upon this 
said permanent duty. For my own part I 
confess that I am.disgusted when 1 see the 
soldiers dress, and the pomp and splendour 
of military parade, which formerly excited 
animating feelings, to which ideas of mili- 
tary glory associated themselves, and the 
exclusive possession of which was of no in- 
considerable importance to raise in the coun- 
try a certain feeling of respect for the army, 
and to facilitate its recraiting,—I say, sir, 
I cannot help feeling some. degree of disgust 
when I see all this displayed in every street in 
the town, with a magnificence that quite 
eclipses the regular army, by men, whose 
Only experience of the military life consists 
in having passed a fortnight on what is 
ridiculously called permanent duty.—There 
are many other parts of this volunteer system, 
which, as well as the rank of the officers, 
Call aloud for remedy ; and the house should 
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consider, that whatever difficulty may exist 
in applying it now, will be encreased by 
delay. The longer the evils are allowed to 
exist, the deeper root will they take in the 
country, and the more difiicule will it be to 
eradicate them. I shall not, however, dwell 
any longer upon this part of the subject, 
but shall pass to that which more immedi- 
ately relates to the regular army itself: and 
I feel confident, that if the army was reinstated 
in the exclusive possession of all those advan- 
tages, honours, and distinctions that pecu- 
liarly belong to the military profession, if 
the defects of its own internal constitution 
were remedied, if the conditions which may 
be supposed to render men averse from enter- 
ing into in were changed, and if the compe: 
tition now raised against it by other branches 
of the public force were completely abolished 
and done away,—I feel confident, I say, that 
under these circumstances, we should not 
find it difficult to procure an army adequate 
to the exigencies of the state——In the 
changes and improvements which I have to 
suggest in the internal constitution of the 
army, I can add little to what appears to 
have been urged by my right hon. friend 
(Mr. Windham) in the speech with which he 
introduced a motion which he made at the 
commencement of the session, when I was 
not here. I perfectly agree with him, and 
[have always thought that the first thing to 
be done, with a view to removing one of the 
principal obstacles to the recruiting it, would 
be the enlistment for a term of years instead 
of for life. The advantage and propriety 
of this change, which has been so often re- 
commended, particularly by my right hon. 
friend, seemed last year to be recognized and: 
admitted by so large a proportion of the 
house, that his majesty’s ministers found it 
necessary to assure the house that they would 
take it into their -most serious consi leration. 
They afterwards stated that they had done so; 
bué that they bad found so many objections 
started by high military authorities, as to 
induce them to give it up.—I cannot how- 
ever say, that they have treated, the house’ 
wth great respect; for they have never told 
us who those high military authorities were, 
nor what were the reasons which they assigned 
in support of their opinion... For my own: 
part, | do not consider this as a question: 
tpon which the house.ougtft blindly to defee 
to any military authority whatsoever, be-: 
cause I do not consider it asa purely military 
question : nay, there are some points of view 
in which J think that the gentlemen com- 
posing this house, fronrthe very circumstance 
of their wa being military men, are fitter 
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_ judges than those who have passed all their 
lives in the army, and who, therefore, have’ 


less opportunity of observing and becoming 
familiar with the feelings and prejudices of 


the people and peasantry of this country. 


The question of the policy of this change, 
with a view to facilitating the keeping up 
of the army, divides itself into two branches; 
first, the consideration of the proportion in 
which it is probable that the number of re- 
crvits would be encreased by lessening the 
dislike that men now have to entering into 
the service; and secondly, the probable loss 
that the army would annually sustain in conse- 
quence of the discharge of men whose term of 
servicehad expired. With respect to the latter, 
it happens, fortunately for the investigation 
of the subject, that there has long existed a 
considerable body of English troops, I mean 
the East, India company’s European troops, 
in which the soldicrs have been enlisted for a 
term of years much shorter than any that 


. has ever. been proposed for the king’s army, 


and in which; both from the shortness of the 
term, namely, 5 years, as well as from their 
being constantly stationed abroad, all the 
principal inconveniencies that seem to deter 
government from adopting the proposed 
change, must have been felt in full force. 
Thus we have an easy and sure means of 
trying this part of the subject by the test of 
experience; and yet it appears, that until 1 
lately moved tor a return of the number of 
men annually Jost to the company’s army in 
consequence of the term of service having 
expired, his majesty’s ministers had never 
thought of making so obvious an enquiry : 
and I am therefore inclined to suspect, that 
they have never very seriously turned: their 
thoughts to the investigation of the subject. 


“'Phese retuens have not indeed been made up 


in the manner, that I had required;—the 
men who returned from India iz conseguence 
of the expiration of their term, not being 
distinguished (as my motion specified) from 
those who were sent home in consequence of 
age, wounds, or other causes that rendered 
them onfit for active service: but I know 


from the experience of several years residence’ 
- in that ccuntry, that very few men indeed 


quit India at the expiration of their first 
engagement, and that the annual loss of men 
oceasioned by this mode of enlistment, is ex- 
tremely trifling. *It is not therefore upon 
this part of the subject that we are called 
upon blindly to deter to military authorities, 
since, by referring with more accuracy to 
the returas of the East India ‘company’s 
army, and also perhaps to other docu- 
ments that shew the average duration of a 


3 


soldier’s service in his majesty’s army, we! 
‘may form our judgment of the probable 
annual loss that would fesult from the pro. 
posed regulation, upon that which is better 
than vague opinion, namely, upon’ past ex. 
perience.—With respect to the other consi. 
deration, I mean the encreased facility of 
procuring recruits, I cannot conceive how 
there can be two opinions, ° It cannot; J 
think, be doubted, that there are/many men, 
who, though they might be inclined to try 
the experiment of a military life fora few 
years, at the end of which they should have 
an opportunity of quitting it if they pleased, 
are however deterred from binding them: 
selves to it for life. It is now looked upon 
as ** the bourne from which no traveller re. 
turns ;”” or, if here and there a soldier does 
return to the place of his nativity, he comes 
back crippled or an invalid, worn out and 
covered with infirmities that render him 
unfit for all enjoyment of life. In how dif. 
ferent a light would the service appear to the 
people of the country, how different a pictare 
would it exhibit, if this change, that hag 
been so frequently proposed, was ‘to be 
adopted, and was accompanied by other 
provisions for rendering the situation of a 
retired soldier an enviable condition. The 
men who quitted the army at the expiration 
of their service would then in fact be more 
effectual recruiters than it is possible to 
procure by any other means. The com 
fortable siteation of a certain number of 
these men dispersed throughout the country, 
would hold out a pleasing and encouraging 
prospect to those to whom they should ree 
commend to follow their example. And, . 
sir, if the prospect of advantage to the army 
from the proposed change is so great, must 
it not be a great satisfaction to parliament 
to find itself authorized in sound policy and 
wisdom’ to adopt a practice so much more 
consistent with humanity, and so much 
more congenial to the spirit of our consti- 
tution? ls it fitting that without some plea 
of strong necessity we should suffer that a 
man, because in a moment of thoughtessness, 
caprice, or perhaps temporary distress, he 
enters into the army, should bé deprived for 
life of the liberties and rights which the 
people of this country enjoy under that happy 
constitution, which we prize as so great & 
blessing ?-and not only men who have 
come to the years of discretion, but lads of 
an age when by law they would be ineapas 
ble of making any disposition of property, 
nay even boys of 12 or 13 years of age, are 
permitted to sarrender. fur fife, a}] those 
vantages of which as yet they caunot know 
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the value. In every point of view, therefore, 
this question deserves to be seriously enter- 
tainéd and enquired into by this house, who 


‘J maintain are perfectly competent to form 


an accurate judgment upon it, in all its 
bearings.—Another alieration which appears 
to me to be very,necessary, with a view to di- 
minishing the aversion which the peoole now 


“have to entering into the army, and which 


might, I am confident, be made without 
prejudice to its discipline, relates to the fre- 
quency of corporal punishments, It is, I 
am aware, a subject that requires being men- 
tioned with delicacy and caution; but having 
been before introduced by my right hon, 
friend, there can be no impropriety in my 
noticing it, and the less, as I have little 
more to say than merely to state my entire 
eoncurrence in all that I understand him to 
have said upon that occasion, I am fally 
convinced that, by a judicious revision of 
our military law, the frequency of these san- 
guinary punishments might be mitigated, and 
commated for others of a less revolting na- 
ture, but equally effectual and sufficient for 
many of those offences which now expose a 
man to this severe and ignominious mode of 
punishment. When I say this, I beg that I 
may not be understood as reflecting in the 
smallest degree upon the conduct of regi- 
mental courts martial, by whose sentence 
they are inflicted. It is the law and the 
practi¢e that has arisen out of it, that I find 
fault with, and not the conduct of those by 
whom it is administered. The frequency 
of these punishments must necessarily ope- 
rate in a considerable degree to deter men 
from subjecting themselves to martial law.— 
Another subject, which I should earnestly 
recommend to the attention of the committee, 
is, the situation of the officers of the army. 
It would well become not only the liberality 
and justice, but also the wisdom, of parlia- 
ment, to consider of the means of providing 
for them in a manner more adequate to the 
Station which, not merely their own comfort, 
but the respectability of the army, and con- 
sequently the good of the state, requires that 
they should maintain in society. The pay 
of a subaltern of infantry is little more than 
what a livery servant costs his master; and 
when they arrive at the rank of captain, a 
Yank which many do not get beyond under 


_ twenty-five years hard service, and which, 


as it can easily be proved by the most simple 
calculation, the majority never get beyond 
at all, when they do arrive at that rank, 
their pay does not exceed 180 to 2001. per 
annum.—The king of Prussia, who, by the 
his, military institutions, raised 
OL, : 


his army to-a state of éxcellence that was ri- 
valled by no other, and by that means raised 
his country to a rank which it otherwise never 
would have held amongst the powers of Eu- 
rope,—that great man, wisely considering 
that no state can have a good army in which 
it is not respected, and that, in Order to 
render it a respected and desirable profession, 
it is necessary to hold out the prospect of a 
comfortable remuneration for their-services - 
to those who devoted themselves to it,—con- 
sidering, too, that this prospect would be 
too distant, if confined, as it is with us, to 
the possession of a regiment, which few can 
aspiréto, determined to make the situation 
of his captains a comfortable one, and such 
as to enable them to hold a respectable situa. 
tion in society, that being the rank which 
every officer was sure of attaining in a rea- 
sonable time: and accordingly, when I was 
in Prussia, upwards of twenty years ago, the 
pay of acaptain in the army was very near 
300]. per annum; which, considering the 
cheapness of the country, and the advantagi 
of never changing their quarters in time of 
peace, enabled them to enjoy a considerable 
proportion of the comforts of life.—The pay 
of the officers of our army was perhaps tole« 
rably adequate when it was first established’ 
but every body knows and feeis the enormoas 
increase in the price of every article of neces- 
sary expence. Upon this principle, the pay 
of other servants of the state has, in many in« 
stances been increased: upon this principle 
the minister, last sessions, proposed, and 
parliamen: readily consented to an increased 
allowance for the civil list: and why, then, 
should those, upon whose courage and zeal 
in the service of their country, its welfare, 
its security, and its greatness depends, those 
who pass great-part of their lives'in exposing 
themselves not only to all the hazards of war; 
but also to the baneful influence of unhealchy 
climates, for the defence of possessions fromt 
whence you derive so much of your wealth, 
why should they be neglected, and allowed 
to linger on in a state of penury, not less dis4 
advantageous to the service, perhaps, than 
distressing to themselves? The pay of the 
soldiers has been increased: upon what pos 
licy did government act when they bestowed ~ 
upon their wants that degree of consideration 
which they withhold from their officers? It 
is a subject, which, however inetiectual my 
exertions may be, I shall néver cease to ptess 
upon the consideration of the. house, until a 
suitable provision is made for them.—Theré 
are many other points to which, if we went 
isto the committee, I might be desizous of 
calling: its _—— but which J shall not 
2 
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‘detain the house with noticing at present ;— 
one-only excepted, upon which I cannot help 
taking this opportunity of expressing my 
opinion, it being one in which 1 also feel a 
lively interest, and respecting which I re- 
frained from troubling the house upon a late. 
occasion, when ‘it was introduced. with so 
much force and feeling by an hon. gent. 
(Mr. Fox,) when he made a motion for 
takingsa more ‘general view of the situation 
of that description of persons to whom I al- 
lude, I mean the Roman Catholics. ‘The 
policy of admitting them fud/y into the mili- 
tary service, is a question which I think 
_ might very well be entertained by the#house, 
independantly of their other claims, for the 
whole of which, however, to the fullest ex- 
tent that they have ever urged them, I am 
glad of every opportunity of professing my- 
self a warm advocate. What I now mention 
may, ‘however, in the mean time, be made 
a subject of separate consideration ; and I am 
convinced that the granting it would be at- 
tended with the best consequences to the state. 
‘By laying open the military career to them 
in the service of their own sovereign and 
country, you would bring into the army a 
set of men who have furnished many of the 
most distinguished officers to the armies of 
other powers, to which they are’ driven, by 
being excluded from our’s. It may be said, 
indeed, that they are now allowed to serve 
in his majesty’s army ;—but how, and on 
what conditions, are they admitted into the 
service? Why, on the condition that they 
are never to exercise the command annexed 
to the rank which every officer, who is of the 
stuff of which good officers are made, locks 
forward to as the means of acquiring that re- 
putation, the love of which is the predomi- 
nant motive to great actions. <A catholic 
may indeed attain the rank of a general offi- 
cer; but, as the Jaw now stands, he never 
can be employed assuch. How, then, can 
you expect that they should prefer the service 
of a country who treats them in this manner, 
to that of other countries where the highest 
military rank and the actual command of ar- 
- mies is open to them. A very large propor- 
tion of the best officers of the Austrian army 
have long been furnished.from Iréland ; and 
so far were they from being deprived of their 
due share of those high distinguished stations 
to which every good officer looks forward, 
and, without looking forward to which he 
will never rise above-mediocrity of merit, 
I say, so far were they from being deprived 
in that service of their due share of those ho- 
nours which are denied to them in their own 
country, that, on the contrary, Maria The- 
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resa’s armies were, on more than one o¢cq. 
sion, commanded by men born, or immedi. 
ately descended, from natives of his majesty’s 
dominions. If they had the same encoura 


‘ment here, they would undoubtedly preter 


the service of their own sovereign ; and it is 
‘natural to suppose, that, by the introduction 
of a proper proportion of Catholic officers 
into the army, the lower orders of the peo. 
ple of Ireland, of that persuasion, would be 
more favourably disposed towards the ser. 
vice, and that the recruiting would be greatly 
facilitated. —There are some other points, sir, 
to which, in a committee, I should think it 
my daty to endeavour to draw their attention; 
though I shall not now trespass any further 
on the indulgence and patience of the house, 
But, before I make my motion, I must again 
observe, that if the accuracy of any of the 
detailed statements of numbers contained in 
the resolutions be disputed, I hope that this 
difference will be considesed rather as a moe 
tive for the further investigation, than for 
the immediate rejection of my propositions; 
and I pledge myself to prove ft they are 
accurately made out from the documents on 
the table.—After again expressing his regret 
at the very late period of the session to which 
his motion had been postponed, in conse- 
quence of the long delays that he had not 
foreseen, and could not prevent, in the pro- 


‘duction of the documents on which it was 


founded, the honourable officer concluded by 
moving his first resolution. 
Lord Castlereagh observed, that the hon. 
col, in the outset of his speech, seemed very 
sanguine that he should be able to convince 
the house of the expediency of appointing a 
committee on the subject of his resolutions; 
and then stated, as the first remedy which he 
should prop:se in the-committee, for the 
evils of which he complained, the undoing 
of that which parliament had been doing for 
the last two years, having himself but little 
to offer in substitution, and being willing to 
defer the introduction of that little till next 
session ! He rather thought that on these 


grounds the hon. col. would be disappointed 


im his expectations. Did he imagine that 
his right. hon, friend (the chancellor of the 
exchequer) was ready to go into a committee 
at all times because there was one period in 
which he deemed it expedient to do so? 
the hon. col. should recollect, that the same — 
proposition had been agitated in an early part 
of the present session, and that neither his 
right hon. friend, nor the house, at that time, 
deemed it expedient to go into such a com- 
mitiee, and he did not believe that what the 
hon. col. had this evening urged, would . 
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hold out a sufficient inducement to them to 
‘ geceed to that, which on the occasion he al- 
Juded to, they had most decidedly rejected, 
Putting out of his view the early part of the 
hon. colonel’s speech, in which he had tra- 
velled so far out of his way to censure the 
conduct of government in the rupture with 
Spain, and to state the injurious consequences 
of that rupture to Great Britain, he would 
confine himself to the subject immediately be- 
fore the house, namely, the present military 
state of the country. There was one fact, 
which the hon. col. himself could not dispute, 
and on which he could not help congratulat- 
ing the house. Parliament had certainly 
adopted a system in the additional force bill, 
which, although it might not have been pro- 
ductive to the full extent that was expected 

by his right hon. friend who introduced it, 
yet as far as it went, was not only compatable 
with the recruiting service, but since the ex- 
-istence of which the recruiting for the regu- 
lar army had been constantly and progres- 
sively improving. ‘Though the hon. colonel 
might impeach the details (which had already 
been discussed so largely) he could not con- 
tend that a system which produced under 
every disadvantage, nine or ten thousand men 
in the year, was an unimportant one. He 
had asserted that the increase had not exceed- 
ed 4,000 men in the year; but the papers on 
the table confuted his statements, In the 
four first months of this year the army had 
experienced an increase of 7,500 men; cal- 
culating in that proportion for the remaining 
eight months, the number would be 15,000, 
making in the whole between 22 and 23,000 
men, instead of 4,000 and this without in- 
cluding the transfers from the militia. Buc 
the hon. colonel seemed to think that the 
measure which he suggested, of enlisting 
men for aterm of years instead of for life, 
might without delay be adopted, and by im- 
proving the character augment the numbers 
of our army ; and he insinuated blame against 
~ ministers for not having attended to this sub- 
ject. Now, the fact was, that they had given 
it the most anxious and painful attention, and 
the great difference of opinion that prevailed 
‘not only among them, but among men of the 
highest military authority, justified them in 
not coming to parliament to propose such 
an alteration. In his own mind, he thought 
few raore men would be obtained by this 
new inducement, and he was confirmed in 
this opinion by the fact, that when it was 
proposed to the Irish militia to inlist into the 
regulars, a bounty of ten guineas being of- 
fered for limited service, and 12 guineas for 
wolimited service, out of 9,000, only 250 
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took the 10 guineas, for limited service, and 
the remainder were induced, by the trifling. 
addition of two guineas, to inlist for unli- 
mited service. The hon. col. complained of 
the heavy expence of the second battalions ; 
but these were of infinite service. From 
them the first battalions were most easily 
supplied, as was Clearly evinced in the regi 
ments lately seat out to the East Indies, 
which were immediately compleated_ to their 
full compliment of 1000 men from the num- 
bers of volunteers who crowded from the se- 
cond battalions. Another benefit attending 
these second battalions was, that in case of 
invasion (the danger of which he had never 
asserted to be at an end) the number of exe 
perienced officers in the midst of the coun- 
try, ready to take charge of the volunteers or 
armed peasantry would be a circumstance of 
incalculable advantage. With regard to the 
difficiencies at present existing in the regular 
army, it was evident that all armies raised as 
those of Great Britain were by voluntary en- 
listment and not by conscription, must be 
occasionally short; but owing to the supernu- 
meraries not having been accounted for in 
the papers on the table, he rather thought 
that they stated the deficiencies as greater 
than they really were. The regular army 
was at present greater than itever was in this 
country: of that army the disposeable force 
was larger; of that disposeable force the ine 
fantry, and paxticularly the British iofantry, 
were more numerous, independant of a vo- 
lunteer force exceeding 400 000 men, which, 
whatever the hon. colonel might think of 
them, were in a state of spirit and determina- 
tion which would render then: formidable to 
any enemy that should dare to attack them, 
Compare our gross force with the highest 
point ro which it reached in 1802, and it 
would be found to exceed that number by 
5,100 men. Compare our present regular 
army with that existing on the rst of Janu- 
ary, 1804: at that perivd it consisted of 
150,500 men, it now amounted to 179,100, 
making an increase in the las: 18 mon:!s of 
28,600 men. Of that nam‘er the dispos- 
able force was on the ist of January, 1804, 
122,700; it was now 161,300, being an in- 
crease of 38,600; of the disposable force, 
the infantry (which had been contended, and 
fairly contended, to be of the most moment) 
was on the 1st of January 1804, 99,50c, it 
was now 121,700, being an increase of 
31,200 in the regular disposeable infanury, 
during the last 18 months, The number of 
foreign troops was pretty much the same at 
each period, the increase being nearly exclue 


sively in British infantry, ‘The hon, colonel 
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did not seem to attach so much consequence to 
the foreign troops in our pay as they deserved. 
Even the native troops in Ceylon were by no 
means contemptible; the Sepoy’s had frequent- 
ly shewn themselves formidable. But what 
could the hon, colonel say against the Hano- 
verian troops, or those other continental regi- 
ments,who fighting under gen. Stuart in Egypt, 
had abundantly proved their bravery and dis- 
cipline ? [t was impossible for him, con- 
sistantly with his duty, to say any thing on 
the expedition that had been sent up the Me- 
diterranean, except to express his surprise 
that the colonel, in total ignorance of 


all the facts which had induced government 


to fit out that expedition, should take upon 
him unequivocally to condemnit. The hon. 
colonel’s statements of the general distribu- 
tion and amount of our force in our foreign 
Possessions was erroneous. In the accounts 
‘of June 1805 the artillery were not included, 


- but he compared them with those of January 


1804, in which they were included. The 
actual return of the troops now serving 
abroad was 69,300 men; in Jan. 1804 they 
consisted only of 49,000 men, so that the 
actual increase of the number of troops serv- 
ing abroad was not 16,000 as stated by the 
hon. colonel, but 20,300.—With respect to 
the general deficiences at home, the hon. col, 
had truly stated them at 4,000; but was this 
surprising, when we had detached such num- 
bers abroad? Besides, examine the compari- 
tive quality of the force in Great Britain 
now, and that in January 1804. Whether 
we looked to the regular army, the militia, 
or the volunteers, no man of a candid mind 
but musi admit; that so far from the means of 
defence which the country possessed being 
weaker at the present moment than they 
were at that period, they were much more 

werful, and afforded much greater security ; 
and although he would not say that the dan- 
ger of invasion was entirely gone by, he 
would certainly say, adverting to our na- 
val and military force, that the danger was 
not near so considerable as it was at the 
period alluded to, The hon. colonel was of 
Opinion that such were our military deficien- 
cies, that we could not avail ourselves of any 
opening that might offer itself for operations 
on the continent; but should any opportu- 
nity really occur, arising from the efforts of 
these great powers who alone were able to 
combat the gigantic strength of France, a 


great part of our disposeable force might be 


detached to act in co-operation with them, 
leaving the country under the protection’ of 
the militia, the volunteers, and the remain- 
der of the regular army, who would be 


amply sufficient for its defence, secured as it 
would be from any danger of invasion, 
the necessity which the enemy would feel to 
direct his exclusive attention to those parts of 
his own empire in which he was attacked, 
Admitting that our force, high as it now 
stands, does not stand so high as it could be 
wished, what could be more expedient than 
to permit the continuation of those measures, . 
by which it had been so rapidly and materi. 
all increased ? The bill introduced by his 
right hon. friend, had, under the most disad- 
vantageous circumstances, produced abdve 
10,000 men in the year. If the general and 
regular recruiting should go no higher than 
it had hitherto done, it would cover the ca- 
sualties, and the operation of the additional 
force bill would be a net addition to our 
strength; but there wasevery reason to expect, 
that the ordinary recruiting would rise mugh 
above the standard of last year. What it ex. 
ceeded that standard so much would still be 
added toourforce. It was impossible there. 
sore, with justice; to contefid that this sys. 
tem was bad or inadequate to the wants of 
the country. The hon. colonel talked of 
new schemes; of these we had no practical 
experience, but we had practical experience 
of his right hon. friend’s system, and he ear. 
nestly dissuaded the house from tampering 
with that system or setting the question once 
more afloat. On a revision of the whole of 
the circumstances of the case, in comparing 
our present strength with our former, he 
saw no ground of charge against govern- 
ment; but, on the contrary, it appeared to 
him, that they had done their duty, and 
acted on a system, which, without being in- 
jurious to other parts of the service, had very 
considerably extended the military strength 
of the country. Feeling, therefore, that 
there was nothing to warrant the going 
into a committee for the purpose of un- 
doing that which in his opinion had been so 
well done, he should move the order of the 
day. 

‘Mr. Fuller wished to ask hon, gentlemen 
what they were afraid of, with 600,000 
armed men at their back? He could not con- 
ceive how gentlemen could talk in sucha 
manner. He had seen the right hon, the 
chancellor of the exchequer’s corps, the 
Cinque Ports, and he bore testimony to their 
spirit and discipline, He had assured general 
Johnston he would take an opportunity of 
mentioning it to parliament; these were, 
most of them, laborious men, and went 
through manceuvres, for a whole day, as well 
as any troops, and walked upwards of 18 


miles home at night, He would ask theny 


| 
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what men ‘could do more? he was a colo- 
nel of volunteers himself; he had been 
once in the cavalry, and one thing or other 
for five and twenty years; he was, to 
he sure, but a bad orator, but he knew 
ntlemen who were good orators and no 
soldiers, — The hon. gent. alluded to the hon. 
colonel’s animadversions on the appointment 
of Mr Birch, the pastry cook, to head a regi- 
ment of the London volunteers. Mr Birch 
was aman of good character; he was an ex. 
cellent citizen, and perhaps as able an orator 
asthe hon. colonel himself. The history of 
France afforded many instances of men like 
him rising to military rank fram obscurity. 
What was Moreau himself? he was once a 
lawyer, and afterwards a great general, 

Sir ‘Fames Pulteney entered into a compa- 
rison of the merits of the enlistment for life 
and the enlistment for limited service. The 
Jatter had. been tried in the American war, 
and had failed. It was again on trial in the 
additional defence bill, which was said by 
the hon. colonel to have failed too, and yet 
he wished the house to go into a committee 
for the purpose of submitting a plan, which 
at the same time he asserted had just been 
unsuccessful. The fact was, there was no 
disposition in those peop!e who determined to 
become soldiers, to prefer enlisting for a li- 
mited time to enlisting for life; no good 
effect was produced by holding out that boon, 
but the inconveniences attending it were nu- 
mereus. To the system of inlisting men for 
limited service in the army of reserve, he had 
been a warm friend, and he contended that 
there was no better mode of recruiting the 
tegular army, than first to permit men to en- 
ter in that manner for limited service. Of 
that army which originally consisted of 
40,000 only 17,000 remained; the others 
had enlisted into the regular army. 

General Norton explained some of the mili- 
tary details, defended the conduct of go. 
vernment, and particularly contended that 
no unnecessary expences had been incurred 
by them in the prosecution of theiz plans. 
He did not see any necessity for going into 
a committee on any of the suggested 
by the honourable mover. 
Sir William Erskine said, that he had laid 
his mind to the subject of devising what 
might be the best mode for recruiting the 
army from the first moment he went into it, 
The result of all his deliberation was, that 
no. efficacious means could be devised in 
which force was not in some shape employed. 
He should be sorry to dwell on the dark side 
of the subject,. But he had not yet seen any 
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later, to'have recourse tocompulsion. France. 
had adopted that system before the revoly- 
tion, and there was not a country on the con- 
tinent in which it was not practised to a 
greater or lesser extent. How was it to be 
supposed, then, that in this flourishing coun. 
try, considering the great competition which 
manufactures and agriculture presented, 
our army could be kept up, without at 
length resorting to a similar expedient? 
Enlisting men for a limited period, had al- 
ready, in some instances, been tried, and had 
not answered the purpose, nor did he think 
it ever could, The best means of, raising 
men, was to interest as many as possible in 
the raising of them, On what other princi- 
ple was it that the ballot had been found so 
effectual, but from the circumstance of every 
person feeling himself interested in the busi- 
ness? As to the volunteer system, he differed 
widely in his opinion of it, from the hon, 
mover; nor did he think that any officer in 
the army would feel hurt at seeing officers 
of volunteers. For hisown part, it gave him 
pleasure to see men active in the service of 
their country, and exposing themselves to 
inconvenience without the prospect of any 
recompence. No other country had ever 
displayed equal spirit as this country had 
done in its voluntary exertions; and he con- 
ceived the volunteer system as being at this 
moment the sheet anchor of the state. 

Mr Wortley Stuart wished to know why 
because a man in his private capacity was a 
pastry cook, he was incompetent in his mi- 
litary character to command officers of inte- 
rior rank? How wasit to be avoided? where 
there were a number of men, there must be 
subordination in rank. He saw no reason 
for jealousy im the regular army at the man- 
ner in which volunteer officers were promos- 
ed to rank, nor did he see how that system 
could be avoided. He should not be asham- 
ed to take the command of a company of 
volunteers any more than of the best regulags 
in the service, so well did they conduct them- 
selves in general. 

Mr. Windham could not_conceive how it 
was possible for any man to figure to him- 
self that men could be procured for life with 
equal ease as they migh: be had for a limited 
number of years. In the one view it must 


‘be obvious to the person enlisting that he had 


an option; in the other, that he had none, 
It would be always in his power to. change 


his service for a limited number of years, to.a 


more extended service; but he could not, 
vice wersa, Change a service for lie into one 
of ashorter endurance. It was not in nature, 


therefore, that he should not like the one bet- 
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ter than the other. Such, likewise, was the | in doing so he would be studiously short and 
system in every other kingdom in Europe. concise. The hon. member who spoke lagt 
It was a system of economy, as well as the) (Mr. Windham) complained that there wag 
only probable one which promised to be ef- | no distinct account of the increase of British 
fectual, ‘The price at which men could be| infantry, but that all was so blended and 
obtained would be so much less, as amply to; confused with foreign corps, that no pre 
compensate the loss of more frequent recruit-| cise idea could be formed of what he regard. 
ings, or rather thcse increased provisions ed as our real and material strength, bre 
for soldiers, as would engage most at the/ his attention then while I state, that not a 
expiration of their term to enier afresh.! man of Maltese or Ceylonese, not a man of 
The honourable member then proceeded to! Brunswick or Canadian fencibles abroad, or 
take a view of the different descriptions of; of the German legion at home, but the ac. 
force at present in the service of this coun-| tual return of British infantry, such as th 
try, and contended, that by the diversity a) were at the beginning of this year, and such 
jumble was occasioned, which made it diffi-| as they are at the moment I speak. The 
cult, if not impossible, to come at the actual, state of the army, exclusive of foreign and 
‘statements; as the apparent increases were, provincial corps, on the first of January 
not in reality so, but were transfers from one} 1805, was, cavalry 21,223, infantry 103,670, 
part of our force. to another. He particu-| making 124,893, of which, the limited ser. 
latly dwelt on the immense promises, but, vice was 20,747, leaving a disposable force of 
trifling effects, produced by Mr. Pitt’s bill.| 104,146. On the rst of June 1805, it was, 
Now it was admitted, even by the noble lord | cavalry 21,760, infantry 115,486, making 
who had spoken to-night, that it had com-| 137,246, of which the limited service was 
pletely failed, and he contented himself with; 17,865; leaving a disposable force of 
arguing, that, at all events, it could do no|*119,381.—Will gentlemen then still contend 
_ harm, This was a dreadful falling off from} that the British army has not been materially 
what was at first professed. Yet still the; increased? But, says the hon. gentleman, all 
noble lord, averse even now to give up the| that can be now said by the noble lord 
bill, begs hard for a little longer trial. Hej} (Castlereagh) is, that the additional force 
shews what it produced during the last week, actcan do noharm. No such thing was 
and calculating on a similar number yet for} said: he said it did no harm to the recruit. 
every week of the year, again argues that it| ing service, of which I will in a moment con. 
has not had a sufficient trial. This reminded} vince you. The effect of the bill has been 
him of an apothecary whom he once knew, to raise in all 5,596 men. Lost by casual. 
and of whom it’ used to be observed, that) ties 1,167, making 4,429; and in the last four 
whenever any of his medicines was com-| months it has produced to the British army 
plained of by a patient, as not agreeing with! 3,140 effective, being at the rate of more than 
him, he never failed to exclaim * try it, g,ooo-men a year, exclusive of casualties} 
again.” It had been said, that the greater| nor has it injured the recruiting service, 
‘number of persons were interested in the re-| which is in a state of unexampled increase, 
cruiting the better it would go on, and that) producing for the last four months 4,650 men, 
on this principle the bill was good for some- | far exceeding, as appears by the papers upon 
thing, as it set 20,000 recruiters at work all} your table, the produce of any former period; 
at once, But it must be remembered, at the| and, allowing for all casualties at home and 
same time, that these men were not limited | abroad, it appears clear that you are gaining 
-in the bounty; they might extend it to any | at the rate of 3,758 men in four months, 
sum not exceeding 34]. a man; and therefore, | that is 11,274 actual addition to the effectual 
instead of talking of these parish officers as | strength of the British army in the course of 
20,000 assistants, (or whatever ‘he number | the year. But we are told, that eee 
was added to the ordinary recruiters,) it was| for a term of years is the only resource, a0 
more just to describe them as 20,000 addi- | it is so because it has been successfully adopt. 
tional competitors in the market. ed on the continent. Is it necessary to tell 
The Secretary at War assured the house | the house how little our situation corresponds 
. that he would not long detain them from the | with that of other countries? Take but one 
question ‘which they seemed so anxious to| consideration, you have 74 batallions on 
come to, but he was sure they wonld feel it| foreign service; suppose this new system, 0 
_was the bounden duty of his sitaation not to| plausible in theory, were adopted, and that 8 
suffer a misrepresented statement of our real | years was the period of service, you must 
disposable force to pass unanswered, and to|then have g,ooo men of returning, and 
impose upon the house and the country, and| many of a relieving force, yearly afloat 
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Would not this of itself, to say nothing of 


"scheme, and which, if once adopted, cannot 


_in saying that he should feel his pride hurt 
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the expence, create a doubt, and induce the 
house to pause ere they adopt an untried 


be abandoned, in place of one which from 
experience we know to have been prosperous 

Colonel Craufurd-made a short reply. —He 
disclaimed any idea of saying any thing against 
the volunteers themselves, but contended. 
that government had placed them in an ab- 
surd situation. ‘The system by which they 
were managed was in his opinion ridiculous, 
Asto the gentleman of whom he had already 
spoken as illustrating the principle by which 
volunteer officers had rank over those who 
had seen the service of 25 or 30, or perhaps 
4o years, and which must have an unfavour- 
able effect in the minds of such officers, he 
had no ill-will towards that gentleman; he 
believed he was a very good character; he 
had a better education than pastry-cooks 
might be expected to have in general, No 
doubt he was a fit person to know how soups 
might be well made, but he had no hesitation 


in being told that such a person, however 
respectablegn private life, was to command 
him in a military character. There was a 
great deal of difference of opinion between 
him and the noble lord on the subject of our 
military system, and that he took to be a 
very good season for going into a committee 
for the purpose of seeing who was right.— 
The motion was then put, and negatived 
Without a division.— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Saturday, June 29. 

[Minures.] The Irish Loyalists Com- 
missioners bill, the Expiring Laws bill, the 
Wollen Manufactures’, and the Corn Export 
Regulation bills, severally passed through 
committees of the whole house, lord Wal- 
singham in the chair, without amendments ; 
and the reports were afterwards received.— 
The report of the Stipendiary Curates bill 
being taken into considerationgsthe lord 
Chancellor proposed an additionaft ause, for 
the better regulating the provisions respecting 
the parsonage and residence houses, which 
was agreed to by the house. The. bill so. 
amended, was then ordered to be read athird 
time on Monday.—The Poor Clergy Pro- 
vision bill was read a third time and passsed. 
Adjourned. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Saturday, 29. 
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took the usual oaths and his seat for the 
county of Galway.—The account of the un- 
claimed Dividends was ordered to be printed. _ 
—A message from the lords informed the 
house, their lordships had agreed to the Poor 
Clergy bill, the Seaman’s Encouragement 
bill, and the Irish Civil List bill—Mr. Rose 
gave notice, that he should, early next session, 
bring in a bill for the regulation of Pilots.— 
Mr, Alexander brought up the report of the 
Committee of Supply, which was agreed to— 
Mr. Vansittart moved for and obtained leave 
to bring in a billto amend the Permanent 
Irish Grants, as far as related to Military Sur- 
veys.—The Foreign Wool Importation bill 
was reported, and ordered to be read a third 
time on Monday.—The Custom House Fees 
bill, and the Warehousing bill, were read a 
third time. —The house went into a commit. 
tee onthe Straw Hat bill, and the report was 
ordered to be received on Monday.—The 
house also went into a committee on the bill 
for purchasing Buildings in Palace yard, and 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time 
on Monday.—The Irish Loan bill was re- 
ported, and the bill ordered to be read a - 
third time on Monday.—The Harbour of 
Howth bill was reported, and ordered to be 
read a third time.—The 8 million Loan bill, 
the 2,500,cool. Exchequer Bills bill, and the 
1,500,000], Exchequer bills Bill, were read a 
third time and. passed.—The Smuggling Pre» 
vention bill was read a first time, and order 
ed to be read a second time.—The Distillery 
bill was reported, and ordered to be read a 
third time on Monday.—Adjourned, 


1805.—the State of the 


HOUSE OF LORDS, . 
Monday, Fuly 1. 

(Minures.] The bills upon the table 
were forwarded in their respective stages, 
Among these, the Irish Loyalists Commis- 
sioner’s, the Irish Assessed Taxes bill, and the 
bill for continuing the Proceedings of the 
house of lords in the case of Mr. Justice Fox, 
in the next session of parliament, were seve- 
rally read a third time and passed.—The 
Exchequer Bills byl, the Forgery Laws Exten. 
sion, the Warchousing, the Smuggling Pre- 
vention, the Cochineal bill, the Isle of Man 
Smuggling bill, and several - private bills, 
were brought from the Commons, and respec- 
tively read a first time,—The earl of Suffolk, 
in allusion to a bill which he conceived was 
before the house, which he understood ap. 


- | propriated large salariesto Prize Agents, and 


allowed great emoluments to certain other 
persons, observed, that in many instances, 
the naval forces were treated wih great.par- 
tiality, with respect to capiures, io the pie 


[Minurtzs.) Dennis Bowes Daly, esq. 
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fedice of the land forces; he particularized 
some cases, where he conceived the army 
- were fully as well entitled to its share of the 
proceeds of the captures, as the navy, and 
yet the whole was claimed by the latter, viz. 
at Toulon, and at the Cape of Good Hope; 
_ the latter place could aot have been taken, 
were it not for the co-operation of the land 
forces. A stronger instance obtained, in 
the case of a detachment he had himself 
commanded while serving in America: the 
Whole of what was taken on that occasion 
Was captured by that force; and yet, be. 
cause it could not be so well conveyed to 
the place of its ulterior destination by land, 
_ ds by sea, the propetty was claimed by the 
wavy. The noble earl made no motion on 
the subject.—The Woollen Manufacturers 
bill was read a third time, and passed. Lord 
Holland took the opportunity briefly to ex- 
sew his disapprobation of the principle of 
e bill ; and his satisfaction at understanding 
it was intended the general subject should 
be taken up early in the next session of par- 
~ Hiament.—Lord Holland presented a petition 
ftom certain inhabitants of the island of 
Guernsey, whose names were thereunto sab- 
stribed, against the Smuggling Prevention 
bill, praying to bé heard by their counsel 
against the same. His lordship observed, he 
should take an opportunity to move that the 
' petititioners to be heard by counsel in a 
subsequent stage of the bill. The petition 
was ordeted ‘to lie’on the table. 
order for the third reading of this biti being 


read, 

The Earl of Suffolk, not having sufficiently 
perused the bill, since it was so materially 
amended in the committees, wished their 
lordships would agree to postpone thé thitd 
reading fot a day at least. Should that not 
bE the sense of the house, he should shortly 
perhaps trouble them with a few observa. 
ions, On the question being put, 

Lord Holland, however he admitted the 
benevolent and desirable object of the bill, 
yet; in some points of view highly disap- 
proved of the principle: it was an improper 
Iegislative interference in the private concerns 
and contracts between man and man; for 
such he esteemed those between the curate 
and thé incumbent to be. He disapproved 
of a positive fixing of the maximam and 
minimum, and still more of that principle, 
which went to proportion the salary of cu~ 
ratés, not in a ratio to the extent or nature 
of the service performed, but according to 
_ the wealth and property of the incumbent. 


He-adinicted that the-provisions of the bill, | 


PARL. DEBATES, Jury 1, Carats Bill, 
jsince its introduction into that housé, had 


been considerably ameliorated. 

‘Lord Harrvwby widely differed from the 
noble baron in some of the positions he had 
laid down, particularly the idea that the 
stipend of the curate should be what the in. 
cumbents might please to agree for or allow 
him; it were possible an officiating mj. 
nister could be got for a penny a day; but 
such would be an insufferable degradation of 
the clerical character, to uphold which wag 
partly the object of the bill; neither could ke 
think it would have an injurious effect with 
respect to contracts already made between 
the parties alluded to, and he thought the 
discretionary powers vested by the bill could 
not be better placed than in the hands of 
réverend prelates, 

Lords Folland and Harrowby severally 
explained. In the course of which, thé 
former peer expressed his opinion, that the 
incumbents, in many instances, were as well 
worthy the benevolent: interposition of thé 
legislature as the curates possibly could be, 
¢ The Bishop of St. Asaph delivered his sens 
timents at some length, He thought that 
some noble lords opposed the ptinciple of the 
bill, while others defended it equally 
erroneous grounds. A mistaken idea should 
not go forth in the country that the bill 
would greatly ameliorate the condition of 
the poorer clergy, nor that it would obli. 
terate all appearances of poverty among thé 
ministers of religion, That it would not do; 
though, as amended, it would be productive 
of some good in obviating the scandalous 
consideration, that many parishes were not 
adequately supplied with officiating minis. 
‘ters, He agreed with the noble baron op 
site in may of his positions;: and, after ex. 
plaining the powers vested by the bill if 
the bishops, demonstrating the necessity of 
making ah addition to the stipends, @ 
fully allowing that the situation of maf 
incumbents called for the interposition of thé 
legislataré towards their relief, he observed; | 
that, upon the whole, the bill was brought te 
that ape he should say, *‘ content,” toit, 

The of Norfolk fully concurred im 
the idea of his noble friend (lord Holland)} 
that the situation of numerous incumbents 
was such as ‘loudly to call for the interference 
of parliament. Measures of the kind, moré 
properly, should originate with the rev. 
bench; and any measure they should proposé 
on that head, should have his warmest support¢ 
He lamented that the present bill was brought 
forward so late, as to preclude an opportunily 
of fully and adequately discussing it. 


The Bishop of London spoke in explanation, 


| | 

| | 
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as to the Jatter point. No blame on the score 
of néglect or inattention was fairly imputable 
. nthe case of the present bill ; and he ob- 
gerved, that a bill even of more importance 
than the Residence act, did not pass until 
the 7th of June. 
athe Earl of Suffolk apprehended, that for 
want of a sufficient degree of publicity in 
the contracts, the full benefit of the present 
bill could not be obtained. He contended 
for the necessity of a measure of the kind. 
In the county of Lincoln, he understood, 
there were twenty parishes, the duty of 
which was, in general, performed by three 
cofates.—After some explanation between 
some of the above peers, the bill was read 
athitd time. On the question for its passing ; 
Lord Harrowby, in reference to what had 
been thrown out with respect to the situation 
‘Of various incumbents, expressed his con- 
cuftence in what fell from noble lords on 
that-head ; he hoped the subject would be 
taken op in the next session; and added, 
that a great deal of valuable information on 
the subject would be obtained through thé 
tovisions of a bill lately acceded to by their 
fships.—The bill was then passed, and a 
message sent to acquaint the commons there- 
with.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, July 1. 

[Mrxutes.] The committee on the Irish 
Revenue Regulation bill, the farther consi- 
detation of the Report of the Irish Customs 
Regulation bill, the consideration of the 
Lords’ Amendments to the Irish Distillers’ 
bill, and the further consideration of the Re 
_port of the Dublin Paving bill, were, on the 
motion of Mr. Vansittart, put off to to-mor- 
row.—The Irish Spanish Red Wine Duty 
bill passed through a Committee, to be re- 
ported to-morrow.—Lingham’s Divorce bili 
was committed, Mr. Parke was heard on the 
"part of Mr, Lingham. Several witnesses 
were examined touching the circumstances 
of the case, and the service of the notice of 
the bill on Mrs. Dixon, Mrs. Lingham’s 
mother. The bill then passed through the 
Committee, to be reported to-morrow.— 
The third reading of the Distillers’ bill was 
put off to to-morrow.—The house went into 
a Committee on the Parliamentary Bankrupts 
Privilege bill; to be reported to-motrow.— 
Mr. Whitbread moved * that a Committee 
be appointed to examine the Lords’ Journals 
respecting the Reports of the Commissioners 
of Pablic Accounts, and theit proceedings 
thereon, and that the Comimittee appointed 


to draw op atticles of Impeachment against 
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Henry Lord Viscount Melville be the said 
Commitee.” Ordered.—Lord A, Hamilton 
moved the third reading of the Corn bill, 
Afier a short conversation, in which Mr, 
Ferguson objected to vie measure, which 
lord Archibald Hamilton defended, and sir 
John Sinclair consented to support, as a 
temporary expedient, laying in his claim at 
the same time, if the bill should be found to 
be injurious, to propose its repeal in a future 
session. The Secretary at War also, and 
Mr. Holt Lee, spoke briefly in favour of 
the bill, after which Mr, Ferguson withdrew 
his opposition to the measure, and the bill 
was read a third time and passed.—A mes- 
sage from the lords informed the house, that 
their lordships had agreed to the Woollen 
Manufacterer’s Penalty Suspension bill, the 
Irish and English Corn Exportation bill, the 
East India Woollens Exportation bill, and 
the Irish Loyalist Compensation Commis- 
sioners bill, any amendments ; also, 
to the Irish Assétsed Taxes bill, and the 
Irish Paper Duty bill,. each with an amend- 


‘ment, and tat they had passed a bill for 


continuing the proceedings in the .case of 
Judge Fox, in which they desired the con- 
currence of the house.—Mr. Rose obtained 
leave to bring in a bill for the better regulation 
of Pilots for piloting vessels navigating the 
British seas.—An humble address was 
dered to his majesty on the motion cf Mr. 
Kinnaird, that hi’ majesty would be gra- 
ciously pleased to give directions, that there 
be laid before the house copies of any reports 
that may have been Jaid befdre his majesty by 
the commissioners appointed for regulating. 
the civil affairs of the Navy, » The address wag 
ordered to be presented by such members as, 
are of his majesty’s privy- council._—The, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer moved the, 
order of the day for the third reading 
the University Advowson bill. _ After-% 
short discussion, the bill was read the third: 
time and passed. 

[NavaL ADMINISTRATION OF 
St. Vincent.}—Sir 4. 8S. Hamond trusted 
that he shonld be indulged in moving. with- 
out a notice, for a paper which he thought 
necessary to have on the table, with a. 
view io the discussion to-morrow. Amongst 
the papers ordered on the motion of the hon., - 
ad:niral opposite (Markham) was a_ letter 
from the Lords Commissioners of the Ad- 
miralty to the Navy Board, dated the rgth. 
October, 1802, inclosing a copy of their 


Lordships’ minutes of the 16th of the same 


month. If this letter was to be laid before. 
the house, he thought the answer to it ought 
alfo to he produced. He therefore begged 
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leave to move ‘¢ that there be laid before 
the house a Copy of the Letter front the 
Navy Board to the Secretary of the Admi- 
raliy, dated Nov. 15th, 1802, in answer to 
the above letter.” 

' Admiral Markham rose, not, he said, to 
- Oppose the production of the paper now 
moved for, as he had no objection to the pro- 
daction of any paper whatsoever that might 
give the house any necessary information on 
this subject, but to express some degree of 
surprise at the circumstance of moving for 
a paper, declared to be of some importance, 
on the very evening previous to the discus- 
sion of an important subject to which it 
related, and when it would be impossible to 
have that paper in the hands of members in 
time preparatory to that discussion, There 
were many papers for which he had moved, 
and which were not yet printed. There 
were many others which he also might think 
important, and might be desirous of moving 


for ; but his only reason for not so moving 


was a wish not to impede any longer the 
proposed discussion. ; 

Sir 4. 8. Hamend wished only that the 
answer should be in possession of the house 
as well as the letter. No delay had arisen 
‘on the part of the navy board respecting the 
production of the papers that had been or. 
dered by the house, every clerk having been 
employed in preparing them. 

Mr. Kinuaird rose to express his extreme 
seluctance, that a discussion of so ‘much 
magnitude and importance should be pressed 
forward on to-morrow, when now, upon 
the very eve of that discussion, it was de- 
clared by hon. gentlemen on both sides of 
the house, and both highly interested in that 
discussion, that there were yet many papers 
of importance to the question, and which 
were absolutely necessary to inform the 
house, not yet laid before it, and which it 
would now be impossible to bring forward, 
To the hon. member who proposed to bring 
forward the subject to-morrow, no blame 
could attach ; nor could any man say, that 
he had not given the house ample time to 
prepar®; but if he was now in his place, he 
(Mr. Kinnaird) should not hesitate to put 
the matter to his own liberality, whether it 
would be fair or candid, even after all the 
delay to which he had acceded, to press the 
house to a decision, and at this period of the 
session, for which it now appeared it could 
not be duly prepared. e should hope, 
that if the hon. member was now jn his 
place, he would have no objection to the 
~ still tarther postponement of his motion. 
Tae Chancellor of the Excheguer had no 
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hesitation in saying that he entirely agreed 
with the hon. gent. opposite; that, in the 
present state of the session, and under the 
present circumstances, whilst so many essen. 
tial documents were yet to be laid before the 
house, they should not be called on to decide 
on so important a subject. So sensible was 
he-of the necessity of some further delay, in 
order to enable the house to come fully pre. 
pared to the discussion of this subject, that 
he was ready to join any hon. gent. in using 
every means to persuade the hon. member to 
defer his motion to the next session of parlia. 
ment. 
Mr. F-fery rose, and said, he felt it ex. 
tremely hard upon him, after the repeated 
delays to which he had acceded, week after 
week ; after the pains he had taken to prepare 
himself on this subject, that he should now, 
be called upon to postpone it to a future sege 
sion of parliament. He had only to say, 
that, from the documents he had moved, he 
was prepared to substantiate his charges 
against the noble earl; and that, although 
delay was now proposed for the want of other 
documents not yet laid before the house, he 
could truly assert that the papers which had 
been moved for by the hon. admiral had no 
more relevancy to the subject than to any 
other subject, however extraneous, He beg- 
ged, however, to remind the house, that he 
was prepared to substantiate his charges 
against the noble lord, to the full satisfaction 
of the house, and to prove that to which he 
had already pledged himself; namely, that 
lord St. Vincent was the worst enemy this 
country ever had. (A loud cry of order! 
order!) He would repeat the assertion, and 
h@was ready to substantiate the fact; and 
however severe upon himself, or hurtful to 
his feelings, to be called on, after so many 
delays, and so much pains as he had taken to 
prepare himself for the task he had under- 
taken, to postpone the business to another 
session, yet, if it was the sense of the house 
that he should do so, he would submit; at 
the same time, however, solemnly pledging 
himself not to recede from his abject one 
inch, and that no man or body of mea 
should, by any endeavours to procrastinate, 
prevent him from bringing it forward imme 
diately after the opening of the next session 
of parliament. 

Admiral Markham said, that, as to the 
hon. gentleman’s assertions in relation to the 
noble carl, they were not worthy of an ale 
swer, nor would he condescend to. noticé 
them by giving one, But wiih respect 10 
the necessity of members having an opportil- 
nity of perusing the papers laid betore the 
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house for their information upon so impor- 
tant a question, that he believed would be 
admitted, as he saw a large bundle of those 
rs now in the hands of ‘an hon. member, 
which he should have thought it necessary to 
move should be printed, but that he saw it 
would have been impossible to print them in 
. time for the discussion proposed for to-mor- 
row, and which it was by no means his in- 
tention to express any wish for postponing. 
But how the hon. gent. could venture to as- 
sert that those j a for which he (admiral 
Markham) had moved, would have no rele- 
vancy to the subject, he was really at a loss 
to conceive. How did the hon. gent. con- 
trive to pick up his knowledge of this fact? 
Was he privy to the correspondence of the 
admiralty board, or how could he know any 
thing of the substance of that correspondence? 
Was it in his country residence he received 
this intelligence? or had he any private ac- 
cess to the books of the admiralty, that he 
could assume to know so well what was or 
what was not relevant to this subject in the 
contents of those books? He had a right to 
have some knowledge on this subject from 
his situation ; he conceived the papers he 
moved for necessary and relevant to the pur- 
pose, and his assertion was at least as good 
authority as that ef the hon. gent. He 
merely wished to ask the hon. gent. whether 
he meant to bring forward his motion to- 
morrow, or to put it off? Because, if the lat- 
ter, he had a great number of papers to move 
for, which he conceived highly essential upon 
a question of so much magnitude, because, 
giving the hon. gent. credit for all the good- 
ness of intention he professed on the enquiry, 
he wished to extend his object by rendering 
the information of the house as complete as 
possible on the subject. 

- Sir 4. S. Hamond, as the letter of the Ad- 
miralty had been ordered, thought the an- 
swer ought also to be laid before the house. 
He thought, too, that the hon. admiral 
should move for any papers he might think 
necessary this session. 

Mr. Jeffery begged to be indulged in a 
word or two in answer to the hon. admiral’s 
tion, as to the source of his information. 


¢ was not derived from any clandestine pri-' 


vity, or improper access to the books of the 
Admiralty, but from the drawer in the table 
_ of that house, where those papers, moved for 
by the hon, admiral, had lain ten whole days 
before he presumed to move for their being 
printed, 
Mr. Tierney observed, that the assertions 
made by the hon. member who spoke last, 
would go forth to the injury of ear) St. Vin- 
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cent’s character, without the opportunity of 
that complete refutation which he had the 
fullest confidence they would receive, upon: 
a fair discussion of the subject. He there- 
fore regretted exceedingly that the discus- 
sion should be postponed ; at the same time, 
however, it could not be denied that the 
house was entitled to the full possession of: 
every necessary information or document 
which could be obtained upon a question of 
so much magnitude, and that every paper 
necessary to the knowledge of either side of 
the house, should be laid before them prepa- 
ratory to a full and fair investigation. In 
order to this, it was extremely desirable, and 
it was but fair to ask, that the hon. genr. 
would state shortly the several heads ot his. 
charges against the noble earl, in order that 
his friends might know to what points the 
defence was to Se directed, and what further 
documents it might be necessary to move 
for. He had not himself asked for the 


smallest delay ; but now that the motion was 


deferred, he might say, thar, if the discus- 
sion. had been brought forward under the 
present circumstances on an ex parte state- 
ment, it would have been a most gross and’ 
unwarrantable proceeding. The right hon. 
the chancellor of the exchequer deserved 
great credit for the part he had taken on the’ 
occasion, which alone had weight, as the 
merits of the case had no share in inducing 
the hon. gent. to put off the business. 

Mr. Feffery wished to know to what length 
he was required to state the subject of those 
charges. Tf the house thought him at liberty, 
he had no objection to state, that he charged 
earl St, Vincent, that from his appointment 
to the office of first lord of the Admiralty, 
in 1801, until his departure from that situa- 
tion, that he neither kept the ships of his 
majesty’s navy committed to his charge ia 
proper repair, nor did he do more than such 
a proportion as one is to eight, of the repairs: 
actually required to place the navy in a pro- 

r state: that he did not lay down ships to 

built in his majesty’s dock-yards for the 
necessary strength of the navy, but precluded 
himself from so doing by a sudden and rash 
discharge of the artificers emploved in those . 
yards: that he did not procure the necessary 
supply of timber for the building, or repair 
of ships, but defeated that supply in the 
principal source whence it could have been 
obtained: that he took so steps to procure 
the building or repair of ships, in any thing 
like the proportion he should kave done, with 
a prospect of war: that— 

Mr, Kinnaird rose to order. He thought 
it not i upon a notice of motion to 
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send these things forward to the public, 


which could not at that time be submitted to 


a regular discussion, ) 

The Speaker interposed, and said, the hon. 
member was called on to state the heads of 
the charges it was his intention to bring for- 
ward, and it was perfectly in order for him 
to proceed. 

Seffery continued, and charged, that 
within one month of the renewal of hastili- 
ties with krance, the noble lord employed his 
whole force in laying up the fleets in ordi- 
nary. He did mean to charge, that in no 
one way did earl St. Vincent keep the ships 
under his charge in the repair that he ought; 
in no one way did he endeavour, either in the 
king’s yards or the merchant's yards, to pro- 
cure the building of ships necessary to keep 


the navy ina proper state; and these facts 


he would prove to the satisfaction of the 
house, and in contradiction to any man who 
would dare to assert the contrary. 

‘Mr. Wilberforce wished the hon. gent. to 
state to the house the nature and object of his 
motion, in a clear and comprehensive way, 
that the house might be fully aware of the 
subject it had to discuss, and members might 
be fully prepared, in the course of the vaca- 
tion, to meet the question with competence, 
when it should be brought forward, 

Sir W. Elford said, his hon. friend had 


_ fully stated the heads of his-several charges, 


but it was hardly fair to call him to state pre- 
cisely the motion he intended to ground upon 
those charges, Here the conversa:ion ended. 
Sir A. S. Hamond’s motion was agreed to, 
and the motion of Mr. Jeffery was understood 
to be put off till next session. 

[Duxe or AtHott’s CLaim.]—Mr. 
Wilberforce, in conformity with his notice, 
moved for an address to his majesty for the 
appointment of commissioners to enquire in- 
to those claims. He went over a great part 
of the ground of argument takén upon for- 
mer debates, and asked what were the reasons 
for thinking that the duke was not fairly dealt 
with in the bargain concluded in the year 
2765? Had that great family not then, as 
well as now, a sufficient number of friends 
in parliament to obtain justice for in? The 
sum of 70,0001. granted by parliament was 
the whole of the compensation which he 
asked, and if it was not sufficient, why did 
he not demand more? It was evident ihat 
the transaction was settled between friends, 
who did justice to the claims; and now, af- 
ter the expiration of forty years, the house 
was called upon to open the transaction again. 
The present duke came into possession 1 the 
year 4774, and it was not ull filteen years 


afterwards, and twenty-five years after the 
compact, that he made application to parlias: 
ment again. Commissioners of enquiry were 
then appointed, and on their report they did 
not recommend any compensation. Had 
things remained in their former state, and - 
the rights of the duke remained untouched,; 
there would not have been since that increase: 
of revenue, which seemed to lay the foundas: 
tion of the present claim. He could foresee 
no solid objection to his motion, for the en. 
quiries of the commissioners would, in all 
probability, be concluded in six months, 
and there would be no argument of delay on’. 
that account in regard to a measure which 
had. been lying dormant for the last forty: 
yeats. He concluded with moving * ‘That 
an humble address be presented to his ma. 
jesty, beseeching him that he would be gra. 
ciously pleased to appoint commissioners to 
enquire into the claims and allegations of 
the duke of Atholl relative to the Isle of. 
Man; and ona full consideration of all the. 
circumstances of the transaction to report 
what compensation, if any, it may be pro- 
per to allow his grace, and the heirs of the 
seventh earl of Derby, in consequence of 
any detriment they may have sustained from 
the sale of that island to the crown.” 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer observed, 
that he had reat little else that night than 
a recapitulation of former: arguments on the 
subject. One point, however, he thought 
worthy of notice, that was the supposition 
of the entire voluntary concurrence of the 
duke of Atholl to the original agreement 
about the disposal of his rights in the Isle of 


Man. It must be recollected that an over ° 


rigorous measure had been adopted by that 
house in order to terrify that noble duke;: 
that he was not unlike a person who capitu- 
lated on terms. Was it, then, surprising 
that he should have been rather glad to give’ 
up apart than face the danger which then 
threatened the whole of his revenue? The 
present duke now came to appeal to the libe- 
rality of the house, and that house would 
certainly not think of pleading a statute of 
limitation to their liberality ; they would: 
not think of ordering that any precise sum 
should be ascertained and proved as if it were 
in a court of law; they would not thiok 
of guiding their conduct by formal rules or 
precedents, as if they had to tax a bill of 
costs, But they would give with a liberality 
worthy of the great object which was submit 
ted to them, and becoming the honour and 
liberal character of parliament. 
Mr. Windbam spoke in support of the mo+ 


tion; and observed, that the subject did now 
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appear to have been sufficiently understood 
out of doors. ‘The proceedings of that house 
generally found their way to the public; but 
it seemed that the gentlemen concerned in 
these publications had ears so fastidious, 
that they did not condescend to notice this 
question in the same manner as they did 
others, or he was convinced that it would 
have excited a very strong sensation upon the 
public mind. He knew not to what influence 
this suppression was to be attributed ; but it 
was plain, that if the minister found means 
togo on with his business, without letting 
the by-stander know what he was about, 
there could be no controul upon him, and 
he might: act just as he pleased, provided he 
could secure the silence of the journals. It 
could not be alleged that any part of the law- 
ful property of the duke of Atholl was taken 
from him in this transaction; and as for the 
suppression of smuggling, he did not see why 
the parliament had not as good, if not a much 
better right to legislate in that case for the 
isle of Man, as it lately asserted in the case of 
the islands of Jersey and Guernsey. 
duke had set his own price upon the value of 
his rights, which he received; and to say 
that the British parliament imposed unjust or 
oppressive terms on him, was too gross to be 
‘believed. If the present claim was acceded 
to, where was the security that the duke 
would not in the same way come annually to 
parliament, and that his claims may not con- 
tinue as a perpetual rent-charge upon the 
country ? It might, perhaps, be thought hard 
in him, to use a vulgar expression, which 
might be said not to have classical authority 
in its favour, though it had been used by 
Pope, Swift, Steele, and the other authors of 
their day ; but he must hope to be excused, 
if he could call it no better than a mere job 
of the minister, He was not one of those 
who would represent such a vote as likely to 
tend to dearness in the price of provisions, 
or the imposition of additional taxes, but he 
thought it infinitely too much for the public 
to grant as a matter of private or personal fa- 
vour from the minister. 

Mr. Sheridan said, he never rose with more 
reluctance to add to the fatigue which the 
house had already undergone upon this sub- 
ject. As to the unclassical word ‘ job,’ for 
which his right hon. friend. (Mr. Windham) 
had, however, thought proper to quote very 
respectable authorities, he had only to say, 
that the insinuation had already been refuted 
at least five times over, in the discussion on 
this subject. ‘This must appear to the house 
to be merely a debate of repetition, and the 
notes from which his right hon. friend spoke, 
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must, of course, be notes of his former 
speeches. When the right hon. gentleman 
spoke of jobs, he, at least, thought himself 
entitled to be exempted from the suspicion of 
being an advocate for them, or in any sense 
a mercenary politician; and he supported the 
claims of the noble duke, not from any per- 
sonal favour whatever, for he declared, that 
he was not at all acquainted with him, and 
had never spoken to him in the course of his 
life. Allusions had been made to a canvass 
by the friends of the duke, but the thin atten- 
dance of the day shewed, that the treasury or 
the ministers were not concerned init; and 
in a thin house, at the end of the session, he 
always thought that any toan who opposed a 
measure had an advantageous pull upon the 
minister, who was principally solicitous to 
bring the business toa conclusion. Very few 
dukes ever stood before parliament in the si- 
tuation of the duke of Atholl, whose infla- 
ence did not command a single seat in that 
house either for England or Scotland, and 
who was confined to his own solitary vote‘in 
the house of peers. His parliamentary in- 
fluence might therefore be considered as no- 
thing; he stood merely on the.merits of his 
claims, and he was the more entitled to com- 
pensation, as being governor of the Isle of 
Man, it would still be very much in his 
power to add to the revenues and population 
(a laugh,) no doubt also, of that interestin 
island. He confessed himself to have been 
a great deal surprised at what his right hon. 
friend had insinuated, of the minister’s influ- 
ence over the yh on this subject. I¢ 
was singular enough to hear such an obserya- 
tion from a person who professed himself. the 
determined enemy of such publications, and 
who declared, that nothing could be a greater’ 
blessing to the constitution of this country, 
than if the reports of parliamentary transac. 
tions were suppressed, and that its constitu- 
ents should know nothing of the proceedings 
of that house. Ir might not be regular in him 
to suppose that there were any strangers with- 
in hearing, or that there was any such thing 
as reporters in the house; but as it was pretty 
well known that there were some means of 
conveying the discussions of parliament to 
the public, and as he observed that it was 
done with great accuracy, and, in general, 
with impartiality, he must conclude tnat the 
gentlemen employed in that department had 
nice and fastidious ears, and were able to dis-_ 
criminate that which was most worihy of at- 
tention. When these discussions commenced," 
some sketches of them had been given to the 
public; but when there were debates of re- 
petition, and the same arguments used over 
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-and‘over again, gentlemen of taste, in the 
report of them, must have some considera- 
tion for their readers, He had always con- 
sidered publications of that nature as matters 
of the first importance to the constitution and 
the country; and, in regard’ to their influ- 
ence upon the public mind, in the case of the 
‘duke of Atholl, he had no great respect for 
the authority or opinion of a gentleman, who 
always professed himself a determined enemy 
to them. He then read several extracts from 
Setters and other papers, to shew that the bar- 
gain was absolutely forced upon the duke of 
Atholl, {At this time, Mr. Wilberforce 
came over, and took bis seat on the opposi- 
tion bench). He was extremely happy, be 
said, to have already experienced his obser- 
wations to be so forcible as to induce the hon. 
mover of the question to come over to his 
side; but as he did not understand the half 
signs he was making to him. (Mr. Wilber- 
force immediately retired to the opposite 
side), he supposed he now quitted him from 
the fear of ite touched by the vital truth 
of the question, He said that a sense of de- 
fscacy would prevent him from alluding to 
the termination of the life of. the former duke 
of Atholl, after having beea compelled to 
accept of this bargain, but there were abun- 
dance of proofs to shew that he had not re- 
Yired as a grateful and contented man. He 
then adverted to various papers and docu- 
ments in proof of this assertion, and men- 
tioned that lord Frederick Campbell, and 
some other friends, had remonstrated in that 
house against the injustice and oppression of 
the contract ; after which he concluded with 
giving his negative to the motion, 

Mr. Curwen denied that his grace of 
Atholl had the ability to increase the fair re- 
venues of the island to the extent, or in the 
manner which had been supposed ; and sup- 

orted the motion for enquiry. . 

Earl Temple spoke also ia favour of the 
motion. He denied that the opinion of a 
noble relative ‘of his was favourable to the 
claims of the noble duke, 

Mr. Barham adverted to an expression 
which had fallen from a right hon, gent. o 
posite him (Mr. Windham), and said that 
would be equally justified in his application 
of the word ‘ job;’ be might, with equal pro- 
priety, say, that all opposition to further 
compensation was a job, 


Sir William Elford was of opinion that a. 


fair appeal was made, not only to the hbera- 
lity, od to the justice, of the house. 
Mr. Bankes supported the motion, as there 
did not appear to him to be any facts before 
the house upon which it could be enabled to 
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form a correct judgment on the case. Ie 
was, of all others, a case that most particy., 
larly called for enquiry ; and the most proper 
way to do that would be by the appointment. 
of commissioners. 


Mr. W. Smith spoke at some length for the 


motion. 


Mr. Grabam assured the house, from the 
habits of familiar friendship he had the hon. 
nour to be in that noble family, the duke of 
Athol would be satisfied, and receive with 
gratitude whatever the house should think 
fit to grant on this occasion. 

Sir W. Burroughs supported the: noble 
duke’s claim, and opposed the motion for a 
Committee of Enquiry as unnecessary.—Af- 
ther a few words from Mr. Wilberforce in 
reply, the house divided, when there ap. 
peared, for the motion, 23; against it, 61; 
majority, 38.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, Fuly 2. 

[Minures.] ‘The royal assent was given 
by commission to the Irish Civil List bill, 
the Land Tax Redemption Consolidation 
bill, the Woollen Clothiers’ Penalty Suspen- 
sion bill, the Coasting ‘Trade Regulation 
bill, Mr, Pitt's Indemnity bill, and five pri- 
vate bills. The commissioners were the lord 
Chancellor, lord Walsingham, and lord Ellen- 
borough. Mr. Alexander brought up the 
Howth Harbour bill, the Militia Officers’ 
bill, and some private bills; which were. 
read a first time, and the University Advow- 
son bill returned, agreed to.—The 8,000,000. 
the 2,500,0001. and the 1,500,0001. Exche-. 
quer Bills bills, the Isle of Man, and the 
Custom-house Fee bills, were read a second 
time and committed for to-morrow.—Mr 
Adam was heard as Counsel on behalt of the 
Petitioners against the St. Pancras Poor bill, 
and Mr, Plomer for the bill; after which the 
question was put for the third reading. ‘The 
earl of Suffolk, the bishop of St. Asaph, and 
lord Holland opposed the bill being read a 


| third time, wishing for its re-commitment. 


The: bill was supported by the earl of West- 
morland and the duke of Montrose. The 
house divided on the motion that the words 
“* now read a third time” stand part of the 
question. Contents 17; not contents 5 ; ma- 
jority 12. The bill was then read a third 
time and passed.—Earl Stanhope moved the 
commitment of the Trust Monies Security 
bill, ‘The lord Chancellor approved of the 
principle of the bill, but wished it to be 
postponed till next session, in order to give . 
time for the thorough consideration of the 


subject. Earl Stanhope persisted in his mo~ 
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tion, on the ground of the necessity which 
“existed for some legislative provision respect- 
ing the due security of Trust Monies, and 
was supported by lord Holland. ‘The house 
divided on the question for committing the 
bill, contents, 2; not-contents, 8; majority, 
6. The remaining bills on the table were 
forwarded in their respective stages, and the 
housé adjourned... 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 

[Minurtes.] On the motion of Mr. Wi- 
gram, a new writ was ordered for the borough 
of New Ross, in Ireland, in the room of 
Charles Tottenham, esq. who had accepted 
the office of Escheater of Munster. In pur- 
suance of a message from their lordships, the 
Speaker attended in the house of Jords, and 
on his return informed the commons that he 
had heard the royal as:ent given by commis- 
sion to the Irish Civil List bill, che Land Tax 
Redemption bill, the Irish Import and Ex- 
rt Regulation bill, the Coasting Seamens’ 
ill, the Woollen Manufacturers’ Penalty. 
Suspension bill, and the Poor Clergy bill. 
Mr, Alexander brought up the Report of the 
Committee on the Townleian Collection bil); 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time to. mor- 
row. A message from the lords acquainted 
the house, that their lordships had agreed to 
the Stipendiary Curates’ bill, with several 
amendments, to which they desired the con- 
currence of the house.—Mr. Rose presented 
some accounts relative to ships under quaran- 
tine, and obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
indemnify such persons from the penalties 
they had incurred by infringing the Quaran- 
tine Acts—Lord Brooke presented a_peti- 
tion from Mr. Greville, an American set- 
tler at Milford Haven, against the Soath- 
ern Whale Fishery bill; which, after a few 
words from Mr, Rose, was ordered to lie on 
the table,—On the motion of the Attorney- 
General, the Lords’ Amendments to the Of- 
fenders’ bill were taken into consideration, 
and agreed to, The house, on the motion 
at Mr. Rose, went into the further consider- 
ation of the Report of the Committee on the 
Irish Infirmary bill; when the amendments 
were agreed to, others were introduced, and 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time 
to-morrow. On the motion of Mr, Rose, 
the house took into consideration the Lords’ 
Amendments to the Irish Distillery bill, the 
Irish Paper Duty bill, and the Irish Hearth 
Money bill; when these amendments being 
found inadmissible consistently with the pri- 
vileges of the commons, the further consi- 
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deration of them was adjourned to this day. 


three months. On the motion of Mr. Vane, 
sittart, the further consideration of the Re- 
port of the Committee on the Dublin Police. 
bill was postponed to this day month. The 
house went into the further consideration of 
the Report of the Committee on the Dublin. 
Paving bill. Several amendments were in- 
troduced, on which a short conversation 
arose between Mr. Vansittart, lord De Bla-. 
quiere, and Mr. John Latouche. Eventu- 
ally they were agreed to, and the bill was 
ordered to be read a third time to-morrow. 
On the motion of Mr, Huskisson, the Dis- 
tillery bill was read a third time and passed. 
Mr. Rose brought in a bill for the better Re- 
gulation of Pilots and Piloting Vessels navi- 
gating the British seas; which was read a 
first time, and ordered to be read a second 
time to-morrow. On the motion of Mr... 


‘Huskisson, the Paddingtan Canal Coal bill. 


went through a commitee, and the report 
was ordered to be received to-morrow. Co- 
lonel Stanley presented a petition from Mr, 
Francis Chalmers, of Liverpool, against the . 
Corn laws, ‘* praying the house speedily to 
introduce such legislative measures as to their 
wisdom and mercy shall seem fit, for the re- - 
peal of the act of the 31st of his present 
majesty, so far as relates to the payment of 
the duty called the Middle Duty, imposed 
and granted upon Corn imported from fo- 
reign parts, and warehoused in these king~ 
doms, when taken out for home consump- 
tion; and also for the repeal,of the said act 
of the 44th of his present majesty, intituled, 
* An Act to regulate the Importation and | 
Exportation of and the Bounties 
Duties payable thereon,’ And also for doing - 
away the power vested in his majesty’s privy ; 
council, of advising and procuring the al- 
lowance of the exportation of wheat or any 
other grain, the growth of his majesty’s da- 
minions, to any country whatever, whether 
in a state of amity or hostility with the 
United Kingdom, at any time when the 
ptice of corn shall exceed the price at which 
corn is allowed by law to be exported, with 
a bounty ; and that the exportation of grain, 
the growth of the United Kingdom, when 
the price is double that at which foreign cora 
is allowed to be imported at the lowest duty, 
may never again be permitted upon any pre- 
tence whatsoever; and that so the laws made 
respecting corn, may be a certain and steady 
government as to the corn trade to be confi. 
dently acted upon by the petitioner.” The - 
petition was ordered to lie on the table.— 
The Leith Harbour bill was read a third | 


time and passed,—Mr, Baldwin brought up 
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the Report of the Committee on the members 
OF parliament’s Bankrupt Privilege bill, and 
the amendments were agreed to. A new 
¢lause was introduced by Mr. serjeant Best; 
which, after being opposed by sir W. Elford, 
and defended by alderman Prinsep, was adopt, 
éd, and the bill was ordered to be read a third 
me to-morrow.—Mr. serjeant Best, adverting 
to the notice of his motion onthe 11th Report 
of the Commissioners of Naval Enquiry, 
which stood for Thursday, declared his in- 
téntion of deferring it antil the next session 
of parliament.—The Consolidated Fund bill 
went through a committee, and the report 
was ordered to be received to-morrow.— 
Lingham’s Divorce bill was read a third 
time and passed.—The report of the com- 
mittee on Gardner’s Divorce bill was brought 
up by Mr. Baldwin, agreed to, and the bill 
ordered to be read a third time on Thursday. 
—On the motion of sir John Frederick, the 
Ss of the committee on the Lambeth 
Water Works bill was taken into further 
consideration, agréed to, and the bill ordered 
to be engrossed.—Mr. Alexander obtained 
leave to bring in a bill for Regulating the 
Collection of Duties on Hearths, Carriages, 
Servants, &c. in Ireland; also a bill for Re- 
gulating the Collection of Duties on Spiri- 
tuous Liquors, &c. in Ireland; also a bill 
for Regulating the Collection of Daties on 
_ Paper, &c. in Ireland. The ion, gent. then 
brought in bills to the above effect; which 
were read a first time, and ordered to be 
read a second time to-mortow.—The Sugar 
Drawback bill was read a second time, or- 
dered to be committed to-morrow ; as were 
also the Glass Duty bill, the Hop Duty bill, 
the Linen Drawback bill, the Irish Military 
Sarvey bill, and the Irish Loan Amendment 
bill. —Mr, Alexander brought up the Reports 
of thé committees, on the Spanish Red 
Wine Daty bill, and the Straw Hat bill; 
which were agreed to, and the bills ordered 
to be réad a third time to-morrow. The 
Commissioners of Accounts’ bill was read a 
third time and passed. : 
(Trotter's Inpemnity 
Whitbread brought in a bill for indemnifying 
Mr. Trotter and others giving evidence in 
the case of lord Melville, from any penalties 
to which they might otherwise be subject for 
acts conimitted By them under that noble 
lord, during the time he held the treasureship 
of the navy. ‘The bill was read a first time. 
On thé motion that it be read a second time, 
Sir William Elford asked to what extent the 
indemnification was to go, and whether or not 
the bill was to protect the persons alluded to 
from civil as well ds criminal proceedings ? 
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Mr. Whitbread replied, that the bill would 
certainly defend such persons against criminal 
prosecutions alone.—The bill was then or. 
dered to be read a second time to-morrow, 
and to be printed. © 

(Duxe or Arnott’s CLatm.J—On 
thé order of the day for the third reac ing of 
the Athol Compensation bill, ‘et 

Mr. Creevey made his protest’ against the 
bill, which he unéquivocally condemned, 

Earl Temple expressed his sttong convic- 
tion that the passing of this bill deserved the 
epithet that had been applied to it, ‘of a. 
scandalous job.” No measure of this kind 
had ever been carried before without recom 
mendation from the crown. That, of an 
address, ought always to precede the granting 
of a pension to that amount from the cone 
solidated fund. 

Colonel Stanley assured the house, that’ 
had he considered this measure as a job, he 
would have had nothing to do with it. On 
the contrary, he thoughcit a measure of justice, 

Mr. Sheridan had waited to hear a few 
more protesters; but he thought the gentle- 
men might protest in less strong terms. 
Their strength of language, however, might 
be intended to cover their weakness of argu- 
ment. He should not follow their exampk, 
and call them a scandalous opposition. Ag 
the summer season was comé on, they would 
have time in the adjournment to become 
better informed of the nature of the business; 
and he believed they would then rejoice that: 
their opposition had failed, as much as he’. 
now did. 

Mr. Calcrafi thought the hon. gentleman’ . 
himself had paid litle attention to the sub» 
ject, since he constantly argued from some’ 
private statement, and not trom the parlia-' 
mentary documents. 

Mr. Wilberforce confirmed what had been’ . 
stated by the last speaker, respecting Mr.’ 
Sheridan’s reference to a private statement, — 
which he called The Case of the Duke of 
Athol. The revenues, according to the 
profit of which the noble duke was to receive 
an annuity, were the consequence of acts of 
parliament passed since the transfer, and to’ 
which he had no claim. 7 

Lord De Blaquiere spoke warmly in be- 
half of the claim; he never gave a more 
conscientious vote in his life, than he should’ 
do for this measure.—A division then took” 
place, when the numbers were, for the third’ 
reading, 42; against it, 12; majority 30. 

Mr. Fobastone proposed, that the annuity” 
should commence at the death of the duchess’ 
dowayer of Athol, which proposition was 
rejected without a division.—Adjouratd. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Wednesday, Fuly 3. 


{[Mixures.]—The Doke of Atholl’s An- 
nuity bill was brought from the commons 
by colonel Stanley; the Leith Harbour bill 
by Mr. R. S. Dundas; and the Bankrupts’ 
Privilege bill, by Mr. serjeant Best.— 
Lord Holland referred to what he had thrown 
out ‘on a former evening relative to the 
proceedings touching the trade between the 
Tsland ot Jamaica and other British settle- 
ments and the Continent of America, and 
declared his intention of taking an early 
Opportunity of bringing forward a motion 
the subject. 

[Corn Bitt}.—On the occasion of the 
second reading of the Corn bill; 

The Earl of Suffolk, alluding to the Pad- 
dington Canal bill expected from the com- 
mons, said the present system of the corn 
market was a very bad one, and tended to 
support monopolies, The corn exchange, 
or matket, was by no means Jarge enough ; 
there were but few places for the exhibition 
of samples; and these being in tte hands of 
a few individuals, a great opportunity for 
monopoly was evidently afforded. He would 
therefore recommend the erection of a large 
and more commodious corn exchange in 
room of the present one, and also the estab- 
lishment of another corn market, in the 
vicmage of Paddington. ‘The same obser- 
vations would nearly apply to the supply of 
the metropolis with coals, and to the present 
coal exchange; towards ameliorating which 
he should propose to the house, early in the 
next session, some propositions, the general 
object of which he had juse stated. 

Prevention 
The order of the day being moved for the 
a reading of the Smuggling Prevention 

ill : 

Lord Holland called the attention of the 
house to the petition he had presented 
on a former evening from the inhabitants 
ofthe islands of Gucrasey and Jersey, praying 
to be heard by their counsel against certain; 
provisions of the bill. Jt was his intention 
to move, that the petitioners should be heard 
by their council. 

Lord Hawkesbury said, that the objections 
of the patties were stated rather as against 
Ceftain provisions of the bill, than to its 
eo The committee was of course 

fittést stage for the hearing of counsel, 
and ‘to that he had no objection.—The bill 
beitig read a second time, and committed for 
‘to-morrow, 

Lord Hollaxd moved that the petitioners 


on. V. 
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be heard by their counsel in the committee, 
and that the lords be summoned for to-mor- 
row, on which motion both were ordered, 

[Custom House Fees RecuLation 
Bit. |—On the for going intoa 
committee on the Custom-house Fees Regu- © 
lation bill ; ’ 

The Duke of Norfolk censured the procras- 
tination which delayed the bringing forward 
a bill of such importance, and disapproved 
of its being attempted to be passed through 
that house as a matter of course, as the bill 
went not only to affect those who held their 
places during pleasure, but the emoluments 
of those who held patent places; a descrip- 
tion of tenure, which was always héld as 
sacred as any other kind of property. Many 
of those persons were even ignorant of such 
a bill being before parliament; he should 
therefore propose, that the progress of the 
bill be postponed for a little time, until the 
parties alluded to should be aware of what 
was going forward. 

The Earl of Westmoreland observed, that 
he should not on his part object to postponing 
the committee till to-morrow. 

The Duke of Norfolk thought this too short 
a postponement, in reference to what he had 
stated. It was at length agreed to postpone 
thecommittee on the billin question till Friday, ~ 

[Duxe or Atuot’s Craim.}—The 
Earl of Westmoreland moved, that a message 
be sent to the commons, requesting they 
would furnish their lordships with a copy 
of the evidence upon which they had passéd 
the bill for indemnifying John dake of Athol, 
&c, for his claims on the revenues of the Isle 
of Man. 

The Marquis of Buckingtam was well 
aware that the present moment was not the 
usual time to make any observations upon 
the bill, as it had only just been ordered: to 
be printed; but he rose merely to observe, 
that he and/many noble lords now absent, 
might ngt think themselves justified with 
the evidence that might be brought from 
the house of commons, and therefore he 
wished now to enter his caveat against any 
objection that might hereafter be’ made 
against the production of other grounds of 
evid&te ; and against any idea that the 
evidence taken before the commons, and 
being admitted by their lordships, should — 
preclude any noble lord from moving for 
whatever documents he might deem necessary 
to throw light upon a measure that had been 
hastily taken up at the close of the session, 
and which to him appeared of considerable 
importance, whether it concerned an indi- . 
vidual or the public. - 
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The Earl of Westmoreland never intended, 
by making the present motion, to: preclude 
any noble lord from calling for whatever 
-additional information he might judge neces- 
sary to elucidate the nature of the question. 

The Lord Chancellor observed, that there 
was nothing unusual or extraordinary in the 
motion; it only requested: the evidence taken 
before the house of commons, as a part at 
least of the grounds-upon which that house 
might proceed; but it never could be con- 
ceived of a nature to preclude any further 
evidence which any individual of that house 
might be inclined to move for. For his 
part, he knew nothing of the matter at pre- 
sent, but when it came to be decided upon, 
he should form his judgment from the whole 
of the evidence then before the house. 

The Marquis of Buckingham shortly ex- 

lained, and said, he wished to put in the 

claim he bad alluded to, not only on his own 
part, but on those of some other noble lords 
then absent, who might wish to deliver their 
sentiments upon the measure-—The question 
was then put, and the message ordered tobe 
sent to the commons.—Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, Fuly3- 
[Minures.]—Mr. Calcraft presented a 
ition from the noblemen, gentlemen, and 


freeholders of the county of Kent, on the 
subject of the Tenth Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Naval Enquiry. Ordered to‘ie 
on the table.—The Dublin Paving Bill, the 
_ Spanish Red Wine Duty bill, the Pilchard 
Fishery Bounty bill, the Townleian Cullec- 
tion, the Straw Plat and Hats duty bill, the 
Camberwell Water Works’ bill, the Irish 
Infirmary bill, the Thames Tunnel bill, and 
Jodge Fox’s Proceedings bill, were severally 
read a third time and passed.—The Chelsea 
Bay bill, the Irish Military Survey bill, the 
Trish Loan Amendment bill, the Sugar 
Drawback bill, the Glass Duty bill, and the 
Linen Duty bill, passed each through a 
committee; to be reported to-morrow.— 
The committee on the Irish Revenue Juris- 
diction bill was put off till to-morrow.—The 
Irish Paper Duty bill, the Irish ee 
bill, the Irish Distillery bill, and the Qua- 
ran‘ine Indemnity bill, were read a second 
time; to be commiited to-morrow.—Mr. 
Hawthorn brought up the Report of the Pad- 
dington Canal bill; to be read a third tinte 
to-morrow.—Mr. Bankes brought up the 
_ Report of the Committee on the Petition of 
Trustees of the British Museum, relative 
to a Grant of Public Money for the erection 


DEBATES, Jun 3, 1805.——Naval Administration of 


{724 


of a Building to preserve the Townleian 
Collection.—The Retarns respecting Grand 
Jury Presentments in Ireland, presented on 
the 26th of June last, were, on the motion of 
Mr. Elliott, ordered to be printed.—On the 
motion of admiral Markham, the several 
Accounts presented on the 7th and 28th of 
June, and on Monday last, relative to the 
Navy, were ordered to be printed.—A mes 
sage from the lords informed the house, that 
their lordships had agreed to the St. Pancras 
Poor bill, and desired the house would com. 
municate to their lordships the evidence on 
which they had passed the duke of Atholl’s 
Annuity bill. On the motion of Mr. Dua. 
das, it was ordered that the answer of the 
house be sent by messengers of its own.—The 
Attorney General moved, that the cons. 
deration. of the Lords Amendments to the 
Stipendiary Curates bill be postponed till 
to-morrow. At the same time he felt it his 
duty to state, that some of them appeared to 
him to be of such a nature as the house could 
not entertain. He then € notice, thar 
he should to morrow move for leave to bring 
in a ball that might obviate this difficulty — 
| Sir C. Price presented a petition from the 
} merchants and ship owners of the city of 
, London concerned in the Whale Fishery ia 
. favour of the Greenland Whale Fishery bill, 
and against the prayer of Mr. Greville’s 
| petition. Ordered to lie on the table, 
{Navat ADMINISTRATION OF 
Sr. Admiral Markham, in 
consequence of the discussion that had taken 
place on Monday, and the explanation that 
_an hon. member (Mr. Jeffery) had given of 
the tendency of -the motion which it was 
bis intention to bring forward next session, 
_on the subject of the administration of the 
navy, felt it. his.duty to move for a number 
of papers, which, in order to save the time 
of the house, he should omit enumerating, 
leaving them to be severally put fromt 
chair.. The first was, ‘* that there be laid 
before the house copies of all directions is- 
sued by the admiralty to the navy board, 
respecting the repairs of his majesty’s ships, 
from the 1st of October, 1801, to March, 
1803;” the second, ‘* copies of all direc- 
tions from the admiralty to the navy board, 
on the subject of working shipwrights, from 
the rst of October, 1801, to April, 18033” 
the third, ‘* copies of all directions from the 
admiralty to the navy board, on the subject 
of working shipwrights, from 1783 to 1786," 
These pa were ordered, and seveta} 
others, without any comment. But on the 
question, that there be laid before the house 


= account of the expence of building and 
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puile at Plymouth, &c, 


~ stated, that every effort had been made to 


’ of the accounts could not be made out in many 


- the papers moved for, but to prove to the 


. the Doomsday book. 


_ ceiving these quarterly statements neglected 
- to carry them on to account, they must have 


“the hon, admiral might think proper to 


all the papers which the hon, admiral had 
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airing of the Vesta, Pallas, and Narcissus, 


Mr. W. Dickinson rose, not-for the purpose 
of objecting to the motion, but to shew to | 
the house of commons the difficulty of pro-, 
curing such information as that called for by 
the motion of the hon. admiral. For this 
purpose he should take the liberty of reading 
an extract of a leiter from the navy board 
to the secretary of the admiralty, on the 
subject of some accounts ona former night 
moved for by the hon, admiral, The letter 


comply with the orders of the house; that 
some of the accounts were prepared ; others. 
would in a few days be ready; but that a past 


months, though the several clerks were em-_ 
ployed in preparing them during extra hours, 
These accounts were those moved for by the 
hon, admiral, respecting the amount of the 
original contrac's, and of the annual expence 
of repairs of certain of his majesty’s sbips. 
He stated this not with a view to put any 
impediment in the way of the production of 


house the difficulty of complying with such 
orders, and the expence that would accrue 
to the public therefrom. 

Admiral Markham replied, that the ac- 
eounts on which the hon. gent. had com- 
mented, relased to the original price, and 
the amount of expence of annual repairs of 
his majesty’s ships, which accounts were 
already in the navy office, in a book called 
This book was now 
at the navy office, When he was a member 
of the board of admiralty, they had the 
book at that board, In this book were en- 
tered the original price, and the subsequent 
amount of repairs of each vessel. If the 
navy board were so lax in keeping their 
accounts, they were very reprehensible, and 
the more so, because qaarterly accounts 
were transmitted from each of the dock yards, 
respecting the whole expence of repairs, and 
fur timber therein. He stated :vhat he knew 
to be the fact, and if the navy board on re- 


been very ina'tentive to their duty, 
Mr. Jeffery by no means objected to the 
production ot this or any other paper which 


Move for, He should say, however, that of 


yet moved for, only two or three were ré- 
evant to the charge which he meant to 


bring forward, ‘The letter which his hon. 
friend had just read, was a proof to the house 
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of the mode and manner in which the hon. 
admiral moved for papers; not one of the 
papers for which he had moved himself was 
of such a nature as not to be produced in 
ten days. As to the papers that had been last 
moved for by the hon. admiral, he could 
assure the house, upon the fullest investiga- 
tion, that it was impossible, from the vast 
multiplicity of transactions which they com- 
prehended, that any account could be pro- 
duced, in any reasonable time, without ma- 
terial inconvenience to the public service. 
He hoped the hon, admiral would now move 
for a the papers which miglit be necessary 
to his case. As to himself, he should not 
look upon himself as bound to confine his 
charges to the heads which he had already 
stated. ‘They should extend to a far greater 
length, and embrace the whole conduct of 
earl St. Vincent, during his administration 
of the admiralty, the system of terror which 
he continued throughout-—— 

The Speaker here called the hon. gent, 
to order, as entering in‘o a discussion not _ 
immediately arising out of the question be- . 
fore the house. 

Mr. Ffery wished only to explain the ex- 
tent to which his motion might go, in com- 
pliance with what he understood to be the 
desire of the gentlemen opposite. He was 
anxious that it should not be understood 
that his motion was to be confined to the 
heads he had stated on a former day. 

Mr. Tierney was so well aware of the con- 
sequence of putting any question to the hon, 
member, that he was not disposed to trouble 
the house any more on that head. He had 
found that questions would not lead to any 
direct answer, though they produced harsh 
language on the part of that hon. gentleman. 
The hon, member, no doubt, however un- 
decided he might be at present, might during 
the summer make up his mind as to the 
course he should take, or regulate his future 
conduct, according to the suggestions of any 
person who might recommend to him any 
system of harsh proceedings. Without 
meaning any offence to the hon. gentleman 
(Mr. Jeffery), he thought he could more 
safely rely on the authority of his hon. friend 
| (Admiral Markham), as to the relevancy of 
the papers for which he moved ; and, there- 
fore should not reply to the hon. gentleman’s 
observations on that head. He could not, 
however, but advert to the insinuations - 
thrown out by his hon. friend opposite 
(Mr. Dickinson), as to the difficulty of 
making out the accounts; and he appealed 
to the house, whether, when a grave charge 
was brought against lord St, Vincent, such 
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a consideration should deprive him of the 
benefit of papers which he thought essential 
to his case? He was not sufficiently ac- 
quainted with the nature of the papers now 
moved to judge, but from all he had seen 
of those already ordered, he could assert, 
that every one of them was material with a 
view to the motion proposed to be brought 
forward relative to lord St. Vincent; and 
this, notwithstanding the confident asserticn 
of the hon, gent. (Mr. Jeffery) opposite, 


“when the question should come to be dis- 


cussed. If there was difficulty in preparing 
the accounts it was not chargeable on his hon. 
friend. ‘The question had not been brought 
forward by him, and for himself he depre- 
cated it. Why did not the hon. member, if 
he thought his conduct deserved it, impeach 
Jord St. Vincent ? When he asked the hon, 
mémber the preceding day, (and he did not 
know how far it would be correct in him to 
state the substance of a private communica- 
tion,) what proceeding he meant to adopt, 
Ke was told that he did not distinctly know ; 
that he wished to make a statement on the 
subject, and if it was only on the last day of 
the session, that he would be satisfied. As 
to what the hon. member had stated re<pect- 
ing the reign of terror, the house would be 
the judge how far these observations applied 


to Jord St. Vincent. ‘The object proposed in 
' moving for the papers was to prove the ques- 


tion whether or not lord St. Vincent had been 
guilty of neglect in the administration of the 
Navy. ‘ 

: Mir. Fefery here called the hon. member 
to order. He had himself been stopped 
when proceeding to state the extent to which 
his motion might go, which he was doing in 
compliance with the desire of the hon, gent. 
opposite, as being out of order, and he could 
not conceive it orderly for the right hon. 
gen. to discuss the merits of the case, as he 
appeared willing to do. The hon. gent. 
here fell into the same line of observation as 
before, when 

The Speaker reminded the hon, member, 
that by such observations he was not defend- 
ing the order of the proceedings. The con- 
versation was irregular, but it was the hon. 
member himself who had first been disor- 
derly. 

Mr. Tierney said, he was only proceeding 
to state the grounds upon which the papers 
were moved for, as he understood the diffi- 
culty of making out the accounts to have 
been urged as a species of objection to the 
motion. The view of his hon. friend in 
moving for them was to shew, by a compa- 
xative statement, whether or not lord St. Vin- 


cent was guilty of any neglect whilst in of. 
fice. 


The Secretary. at War here rose to order, 


The papers were not refused, and he saw no 
use in the right hon. gentleman’s proceedin 


with his observations, which must lead to- 


discussion. 

Mr. Tierney was happy that the right hon, 
gent. was not disposed to resist the produc. 
tion of the papers with the weight of his 
great influence. But though that right hon, 
gent. felt no objection, he should recollect 
that another gentleman (Mr. Dickinson) 
high in office as himself, and entitled to as 
much consideration, had stated the difficulty 


of preparing the accounts as an objection to 


the production. 

Mr, Jeffery, again to order, saw no ne 
cessity for continuing the discussion, a3 no 
disposition was shewn to refuse the papers 
moved for. 

The Speaker,— What shall or shal! not be 
refused, will be decided by the vote of the 
house. 

Admiral Markham hoped it would not be 
aisorderly in him to assure the house, that 
all the papers he had moved for were neces. 
saty to the motion.—‘The several motions of 
the hon. admiral were then successively 
agreed to. 

(Trorrer’s InpemMnity Bint.] Mr, 
Whitbread moved the second reading of 
Trotter’s Indemnity bill. 

Mr, Alexander desired to know, whether 
it was intended by the bill to grant indem. 
nity to these from all the consequences of the 
confessions they might be forced to mak 

Mr. Whitbread replied, that the bill ‘Was 
not to force any confessions, but merely to 
protect the parties giving testimony from 
any criminal prosecutions, and not from 
civil actions. 

Mr. Alexander gave notice of his intention 
to state his sentiments respecting the bill to. 
morrow, on the question ‘ that the Speaker 
do leave the chair,’ previous to going into 
the committee. 


Mr. Whitbread tristed the hon. gent. 


would not object to the bill heing commited 
this day, as it was material that it should 
pass without any delay. The hon. member 
would have an opportunity of stating his sen- 
timents on the third reading. —The bill was 
then read a second time, passed through the 
committee, was reported, and ordered to be 
read a third time to morrow. ? 


.{Conpucr oF Six Home Pornam.] 


Sir William Burrough: gave notice, that on 
Monday next he should move certain resola- 


tions, founded on the report of the commite 
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tee on the conduct of Sir Home Popham. 
His object, in moving these resolutions, was, 
to obtain, on the part of the house, for that 
slant officer, the same acquittal from any 
imputation on his honour and integrity, 
‘ which he had already by the report of the 
committee. There were various other topics 
on which the committee had reported, which 
jt was not his intention to bring into discus- 
sion this session. It would be for the house 
to determine next session how far it might 
be desirable to take these topics into consi- 
deration. 

{Sournern Wuace Fisnery Brit.) 
Mr. Rose mioved the order of the day for 
taking into further consideration the report 
on the Southern Whale Fishery bill; which 
being read, he said there was a clause pro- 
posed to be added, to which he understood 
there were many weighty objections, as it 
related to the revenue, and was of the ut- 
~ most importance. In consequence of the ab- 
sence of his right hon. friend, the chancellor 
of the exchequer, he proposed, therefore, to 
postpone the further consideration till to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Barham objected to this delay. He 
said, he had asked the right hon, gent. who 
spoke last, when this business was to be pe- 
remptorily brought on, and he told him to- 
day. Many gentlemen had therefore come 
down at very considerable inconvenience in 
order to attend it, and there was at present a 
fuller attendance than could be expected 
again during the session. He had come on 
purpose himself, and it would be very incon- 
venient to him to attend to-morrow. He 
hoped, therefore, the house would proceed. 

Mr. S. Bourne said, that in addition to the 
reasons given by his right hon, friend (Mr. 
Rose,) there was one he thought would weigh 
~ with the house. As this was a subject which 
very materially concerned the revenue, the 
absence of his right hon, friend the chancel- 
or of the exchequer would, he hoped, in- 
duce the house to agree to postpone it till 
to-morrow. 

Mr. Calcraft said, the subject had been 
very fully argued in former stages of the bill, 
and he saw no reason why the chancellor of 
the exchequer should necessarily be present 
_ Bow; however, if the right hon, gent. was 
ill, he would not oppose the delay. 

Mr. William Smith said, he should be sorry 
to press a question under such circumstances ; 
but he saw no reason wh~’ the right hon, gen- 
tleman’s presence was necessary. 

_Sit Charles Price thought the bill of the 
highest importance, and that it was only a | 
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compliment due to the right hon. the chan~_ 
cellor of the exchequer to defer it. 

Lord H. Petty expressed himself decidedly 
against delay. 

Mr. Huskisson assured the house that the 
cause which prevented the chancellor of the 
exchequer from attending the day before yes- 
terday still existed, and that was indisposi- 
tion, 

Mr. Giles said, the only question was, 
whether five ships, belonging to foreigners, 
should be received without paying alien da- 
ties, and it was ridiculous to suppose the 
house could not determine snch a point with- 
out the presence of the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer, 

Mr. Rose said, they had lately heard talk 
of jobs in that house; this clause would, he 
believed, turn out a job to deprive the reve- 
nue of 21,000!. and upwards, and it would 
give a preference to foreign ships, built at 
less expence, victualled at less expence, and 
subject to no insurance, over those of our 
own country. 

Sir W. Curtis thought the bill of the high- 
est importance, and that it should be post- 
poned in order to have the benefit of the 
great talents of the right hon. gent. now abe 
sent. 

Mr. Windham said, that so near as oF 
were to the close of the session, a full atten 
ance was a most desirable thing, in all matters 
of importance. As he did not think there 
would be a fuller attendance than the present, 
if there was no other objection than the ab- 
sence of the chancellor of the exchequer, he 
saw no reason for deferring it. 

Mr. Alexander said a tew words in favour 
of ee water when the question being 
called for, a division took place. Ayes, 383 
noes, 29; majority, g. The further consi- 
deration was of course postponed till to-mor- 
row.— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, ‘Fuly 4. 
[Minures.] ‘The bitis the table 
were forwarded in their several stages — . 
Among these, the Forgery Law Extension 
bill, the Warehousing bill, and the British 
and Irish Corn Importation bill, were read 
a third time and passed.—The Howth Har- 
bour bill, the Militia Officers’ Remuneration, 
the Palace Yard Improvement bill, and the 
Corn Act Amendment bill, severally pa 
through committees of the whole house, and 
were ordered to be reported.—On the occa 
sion of the report of the Palace Yard Ime 
provement bill, the earl of Suffolk took oc- 
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casion to observe, that a plan of the intended, 


improvements and alterations, including 
those proposed in that house, ought to be 
laid before the house. With respect to the 
deantiful prospect of that venerable edifice 
‘the Abbey, which the openings now making 
would afford, he expressed his hope that 
they would not be closed up by newly erect- 
ed buildings. On the whole, he thought 
the subject worthy of the consideration of 
that house. —A number of bills were brough: 
up from the commons by Mr. Henderson, 
and sir J, W. Anderson; several of them 
Were private or return bills; among the pub- 
lic bills presented were the Dublin Paving 
bill, the Irish Infirmaries bill, the Straw 
Plat bill, the Spanish Red Wine, and the 
‘Thames Funnel bills. These were respec- 
tively read a first time.—The earl of Suffolk 
took the opportunity, on the reading of the 
Irish Infirmary bill, to state his opinion, 


~ *that the system adopted with respect to Io- 


firmaries, and the Medical treatment of 
the Poor, greatly required improvement ; he 
adverted to something like the principle of 
the bill for Ireland just read, as advantage- 
ous to be adopted in this country. 

[Trape BeTwEEN THE West Inpres 
anp Amenica.] Lord Hilland rose to 
bring forward his promised motion for some 


important information on this subject. He: 


described the proceedings which had taken 

lace in some of the British West- India 
islands, particularly in Jamaica, which in- 
duced him to think the present appeal to the 


- wisdom of parliament necessary. ‘They arose 


principally from the conduct of the governors 
of those islands, with respect to the discre- 
tionary power exercised by them, relative 
to the commercial intercourse between the 
islands and the United Srates of America. 
He alluded to the suspension of the Naviga 
tion Laws, in one point of view, but more 
especially to the restrictive power exercised 
by them, with respect to the importation of 
American produce; so necessary for the sus- 
tenance of the islands, and the shipping of 
that country. ‘The line of conduct to which 
he referred, either in a political or commer- 
cial point of view, was of the most serious 
importance, and still more, as it affected the 
supply of the islands with articles of the first 
necessity, as lumber and provisions, . The 
inhabitants of Jamaica, in particular, felt it 
so strongly, that their legislative assemblies 
made repeated representations to the governor 
upon the subject, who, in one of his answers, 
stated, he could not permit the importation 
in neutral bottoms, longer than a given pe- 


riod. With respect to the question, though, 
as affecting the interesis of the islands, of 


might affect the commercial intercourse and 
good understanding between this country 
and the United States of America. He de 
precated every thing like a nariow, selfish, 
commercial poliey, with respect to America, 
Ministers should consider the circumstances 
and situation of Aimetica, the great impor. 
tance of continuing that good understand. 


tween the two countries, and to which theig 
common origin, language, and manners, so 
very fortunately weet them, One of his 
objects in coming forvard was to give aa 
opportunity to his majesiy’s ministers to dige 
claim any such notions or principles as actue 
ated their conduct with respect to the restric. 
tions on the trade and commercial inter. 


Americas It so happened, and fortunately, 
he thought, that our West India islands 
could not be adequately supplied with arti- 
cles of the first necessity, except from the 
United States. He thought this was even- 
tually fortunate, because the important cone 
sideration to which he adverted would ope. 
rate as an additional inducement with the go. 
vernment of this country to cultivate a friends 
ly understanding with America, He advert 
ed to some ineffectual attempts which had 
been made under former administrations to 
supply our West India islands from the Bri 
tish dominions in North America, Advert 
ing to the incalculable importance of the 
American commerce to this couniry, he ob- 
served, that any attempts to exclude America 
from the trade of our West India islands, 
would be worse than the conduct, as related 
in ancient fable, of the dog in the manger,. 
whose determination was comparatively wise 
and:liberal. Ie would go to remind him of 
the fable of the two petitioners to Jupiter, to. 
whom the Godhead said, that whatever he. 


ble; then, said one, in a paroxysm of folly. 
and ma'ignity, give me blindness ia one eye, 
that my neighbour may be blind in both eyes?, 
So would it be metapho: ically, did this coun- 
try wish to exclude America from our West 
India trade, upon the narrow principle of 
commercial jealousy. H's lordship took a’ 
view of the policy and effects of the Navigae 
tion Act, in its different bearings; and ate 
gued, that the changes in the system of Eu- 
rope, and the relative situation of this coun- 


try, rendered the policy of acting upon it 


great importance, it was still of greater, as it 


ing and extensive commercial and friendly 
intercourse which now happily subsisted be. 


course between the West Incia islands and - 


gave to the one, the other should have dou- * 


; | 
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_ especially towards the conclusion, the noble 


very different from. what it wus at its first 
‘eiactment. In war, generally speaking, it 
was impracticable, He wished the affairs to 
which he adverted were placed ona liberal 
footing and permanent basis; and it was im- 
portant they should declare what line or sys- 
tem of conduct they intended to adopt, re- 

cting the intercourse. between America 
and our West India colonies, in time of war. | 
Through the whole of his speech, more 


lord expatiated upon the great national im-. 
"portance, either in a political or commercial 
‘view, of maintaining an amicable intercourse 
aod a close connection with America; and 
‘sepeated, that one of his principal objects in 
“coming forward was to give ministers an op- 
portunity of disclaisming all notions of nar- 
row or selfish policy, with respect to the in- 
tercourse im question; a circumstance which 
would give great satisfaction to all parties; 
and with respect to their intended system in 
future, he thought they should be explicit. 
His lordship concluded by moving an ad- 
dress to his majesty, ‘* for the production 
of the communication which took place 
between the legislative assemblfes of Jamaica 
and his majesty’s governor of that island, 
touching the intercourse between that colony 
and the United States of America, from the 
commencement of the war with France, to 
the 21st of May last ; also for copies of the 
correspondence between his majesty’s secre- 
tary of state for the colonial department, 
and the governor of Jamaica, on the subject, 
within the same interval; also, for various 
documents, respecting the quantities of pro- 
visions, &c, imported from America and the 
island of Jamaica, at certain given periods, 
distinguishing those imported from British 
America, and those from the United States 
of America.”——The question being put on 
the first motion ; ; 
The Earl of Camden, in allusion to what 
had transpired on the subject cn a former 
evening, observed, he had stated that no 
‘counter-orders had been sent out to the 
governors. ‘The orders which were sent 
relative to the conduct of the governors, 
respecting the subject in question, were pre- 
cisely to the same effect as those sent out for 
‘the same purpose during the last war. By 
the act of the 28th of the King, he observed, 
all goods and commodities were prohibited 
from being imported into the British West 
India Islands from the United States of 
America, with the exception of certain arti- 

. les, as provisions and lumber, in cases of 
“necessity; of these, the respective governors 
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were to act upoh their peegoesibtlay with 
respect to the admission of these articles, 

and bills of indemnity were passed, when 

they had acted contrary to the laws, The 

noble earl adverted to the extensive nature of 
the information called for, and the propriety of 

accompanying these documents with others 

which were necessary for the full illustration 

of the subject, and which, in this very ad+ 

vanced period of the session, it would be 

impracticable to produce. He, therefore, 

submitted to the noble baron the propricty 

of withdrawing his motion for the present ; 

or, in case he persisted, he should think it 

his duty to move te order of the day upon 
them, 

Lord Hawkesbury said, that his objections 

were not so much against producing the 
required information, as against producing 
that slone, which@would gtve a false preju- 

dice upon the subject, and would by no 

means put the house in full possession of the 

case. Under that conviction, ministers would 
feel it their duty also to move for a number 

of additional documents. With respect to 
what was said of the restrictions upon the 
trade in question, he had to observe there 
were many representations mae, from 
spectable and important quarters, of a direct 
contrary tendency to those alluded to by the 
noble baron, and reasons adduced, that go- 
vernment, instead of imposing unnecessary 
restrictions, were, in fact, too indulgent, 
with respect to that part of the trade of the 
United States, to the great detriment of the 
British merchants; their lordships would, 
therefore, see the propriety of the proposed 
additional dccurnents, in order to afford par- 
(liament and the public an opportunity to 
decide and judge thoroughly of the merits of 
the question. He adntitted the subject was 
one which any noble lord might fairly bring 
before parliament, but the advanced period of 
ithe session rendered the production of the 
necessary dccuments impracticable. He 
was, therefore, of opinion with his noble 
friend, it would be preferable to postpone the 
discussion to another session, when all the 
information proper to be laid before parlia- 
fment could be produced. With respect to 
the line of conduct intended to be pursued 
by his majesty’s government, relative to the 
subject in question, it would be regulated by 
‘their conviction of the true interests and 
character of the country, and a due respect 
for the principles cf the navigation laws, 
With respect to what was said of their views, 
in regard to the trade of America, they would 
be regulated by no sentiment contrary to 


were generally constituted the judges. They | 


those just and liberal pwinciples of comme. 
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cial policy, so well understood in the present 
day > upon principles, founded not only upon 
the true interest of their own conntry, but 


even with a peopes regard to the interest and 


prosperity of America herself. 

The Earl of Stanhope observed, that his 
Majesty’s ministers had not given a fair and 
honest answer to the question put by his 


_ noble friend, as to the conduct they meant 


to pursue with respect to the colonies during 
the recess of parliament. ‘They dealt in no- 
thing but generalities, and every statement 
they made was full of ambiguity. He 
wished their lordships to consider what 
might be the consequences of starving those 
slaves whom injustice and inhumanity had 
torn from their own country, contrary to all 
the laws of God and man, He wished his 
majesty’s ministers woyjd take an example 
from the great and wise man who was at the 
head of the government of America. Ina 
late speech he had drawn a comparison be- 
tween the situation of the nations of Europe 
and his own country, in which a tax-gatherer 
Was not to be seen from one end of it to 
the other. How different was the state of 
this counti;! Admiral Vernon used to say, 
in a rough seaman-like way, that this country 
was more taxed than any other on this side 
of hell. Were the worthy admiral living 
now, he certainly would find it necessary to 
make use of still stronger language. 

_ The Doke of Montrose saw no reason for 
the boisterous speech which the noble earl 
had just made, unless the heat of the weather 
had so inflamed his imagination, 2s to render 
it necessary for him to deliver the observations 
with which he usually favoured their lord- 
ships, in a series of speeches, at this season, 
A noble earl (thearl of Selkirk,) who en- 
tertained similar opinions with the noble 
lord on the other side of the hause, had sold 
his property in Scotland for the purpose of 
settling in America, but had returned with- 
out carrying his intention into execution. 
He would therefore recommend it to the 
noble lord opposite to him, to go to that 
happy country he praised so much, and he 
would probably return in better humour with 
his own, 

_ The Earl of Stanhope said, he would not 


have it said by any person that he was not 


in humour with his country, merely because 


‘he was not in humour with a set of the most 


ignorant and mischievous ministers that ever 
existed in any country. 
The Earl of Limerick observed, that if a 


j — importation was permitted in the Co- 


nies from America, the greatest injury 


would be done to the Irish provision ;trade. | 


2 
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Lord Suffolk supported the motion, 
vind ented che which had 
lordSelkirk to go to America, 

The Earl of Carysfort contended, that the 
system of which noble lords on the othe 
side had talked, and upon which they acted 
with respect to the West India Islands, waj 
in fact no system, as it went to encou 
the governors of the different. Islands con, 
tinually to violate the law. we 

Lord Harrowby briefly vindicated the 
conduct of ministers on the subject in ques. 
tion ; and he deemed them sufficiently explj. 
cit in their declarations. 

Lord Holland spoke in reply, and contended 
that ministers had not been explicit ; their 
declarations were mere generalities ; in ally. 
sion to what was said of the emigration ofa 
noble earl’ (Selkirk) to America, referred 
to his late work upon the subject, which he 
regarded as full of useful information, and 
vindicated the motives which induced that 
noble lord to go to the country in question, 
He warmly reprehended the idea of noble 
lords being told, when they openly and freely 
declared their opinions of the misconduct or 
incapacity of ministers, that they should 
leave their country if they did not like it, 
No, it was the duty, as his noble friend well 
observed, of persons in their situation, to stay 
in their country, to watch over its interests, 
to endeavour to rescue it from destruction, 
and to abide its fate. Such was the duty of 
members of that house, and they who assert- 
ed otherwise knew little of the duties of 
legislature. 

The Duke of Montrose said a few words, 
in consequence of what fell from noble lords 
opposite; he would not be dictated to, as to 
the line of debate or observation he should 
pursue. He would adopt that which he 
thought most likely to conduce to his ob- 
jects; it was not his practice to rebuke 
others, neither would he be rebuked.—The 
question being loudly called for, a division 
took place. For the motion, 8—Against it, 
14—majority, 6.— Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, Fuly 4. 

(Minvures, ]|—Counsel evidence weft 
heard on Moore’s and Gardner’s Divorce 
bills, by which the marriages and adultery 
were proved, as also the Judgments obtained 
in the Court of King’s Bench ; but no order 
was made upon them.—A message from the 
lords announced that they had agreed to 
the three Exchequer Bills bill, the Isle of 
Man bill, and several private bills. —The 


Irish Revenue Regulation bill was reported, 
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937] 
and ordered to be read a third time to-mor- 
row.—Mr. Huskisson moved, that 4 mes. 
gage be sent to the lords, to acquaint them 
‘that their request to communicate the reasons 
and evidence on which a sin of money was 
voted in compensation to the duke of Atholl, 
was contrary to the practice of parliament, 
and that the house deems that a sufficient 
answer to their message; which was agreed 
to, and Mr, Alexander ordered to carry up 
this answer.—The Pilots’ Regulation bill 
was committed, and ordered to be read a 
third time to-morrow; as was also the South- 
ern Whale Fishery bill—'The Paddington 
Coal, the Scotch Ass-ssed Taxes, and the 
Consolidated Fund bills, were read a third 
time and passed, —The Irish Duty Collection 
bill, the Irish Distillery, and the Irish Mili- 
tary Survey biils, were reported, and ordered 
to be read a third time to-morrow, 
[Stirpenprarny Curares’ 
The Attorney-General moved, hat the Lords 
‘Amendments to the Stipendiary Curates’ 
bill be now taken into consideration ; which 
being agreed to, when the Speaker came to 
that which altered the quantum of money, he 
feminded them that it was of such a nature 
that the house could not, consistently with its 
peculiar privileges, concur in.—On the motion 
of the Attorney-General, the fur:her consi- 
deration of the bill was therefore postponed to 
this day three months. He then said, that 
as the session was so near its close, and as 


his motion might be productive of some dis-. 


cussion, he should deter bringing it forward 
ull early in the next session. 
[IMpzacuMent or MetviLte.] 
—Mr. Whitbread brought up the report ot 
the committee appointed to inspect the Lords’ 
Journals in respect to their proceedings on 
the charges adduced against lord viscount 
Melville; which was ordered to lie on the 
table—The hon. gent. next brought up the 
Teport of the commitiee appointed to draw 
up the Articles of Impeachment voted by the 
house against lord viscount Melville; which 
being shortly read, pro forma, he stated, that 
when he moved a resolution in the heuse, 
that the noble Jord should be impeached, he 


_ Was pied with the articles which he pro- 


posed. He then considered the balances lost, 
in the case of Mr. Vellicoe, to be of serious 
importance; but as that opinion did not 
seem to meet with the general concurrence 
of the house, the committee had thought 


Proper to limit ir. The charges, which he 


rst intended to confine to three heads, now 
consisted of Eight Articles, in which there 


"Was only one which was absolutely new, and 


Not included in their former resolutions, 
Vou. V. 
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At the time Mr. Trotter was appointed 
Paymaster of the Navy, it appeared that 
viscount Melville was in possession of a 
balance of 10,cool.e which had not since 
been satisfactorily accounted for. There 
was another charge, arising out of the ad- 
mission of viscount Melville on the floor of 
that house, when he was making his defence, 
that he had been possessed of 10,0col. navy 
money, the application of which he declared 
that he never would disclose to any human. 
being, The committee, therefore, agreed to 
make that the ground of a specific article. 
Besides these, there were the sums of 22,000]. 
advanced to viscount Melviile, without in- 
terest ; 22,000}. also, for which it appeared 
that interest had been paid; and from 10,000]. 
to 20,0001. which went to what was called be- 
tween them “the mixed account,” and which, 
hitherto, was altogether inexplicable. — He 
thought it right that this explanation should, 
in the event, be given to the house; and 
moved, in the first place, * that the report 
do lie on the table, and be printed for the 
use of the hcus:;” which beiny agreed to, 
he moved, in order to give gentlemen time 
to examine the Articles of Charge after their 
being printed, ‘‘that the Report be taken 


into consideration on’ Monday next.”—Or- . 


dered. 

The following is a copy of the said Ar 
ticles of Impeachment. 

REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE AP- 
POINTED TO DRAW UP ARTICLES OF 
IMPEACHMENT AGAINST HENRY LORD 
VISCOUNT MELVILLE. 

The Committee appointed to draw u 
Articles of Impeachment againt Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville, have, pursuant to the 
Order of the House, prepared several Ar- 
ticles accordingly: which Articles are as 
follow, viz. 
Articles exbibited by the Knights, Citizens, and 

Burgesses, in Parliament assembled, in the 

name of themselves and of all the Commons 

of the United Kingdom cf Great Britain and 

Iveland, against Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 

wille, in maintenance of their Impeachment 

against him for High Crimes and Misde- 

MCANG Se 4 

Whereas the office of Treasurer of His 
Majesty’s Navy is an office of high trust and 
confidence; in the faithful and uncorrupt 
execution whereof, the subjects of this king- 
dom are most deeply interested ; And where- 
as the ancient constitution of the said office 
of Treasurer of the Navy, and of other offi- 
ces concerned in the receipt, disbursement, 
and controul of the ‘Public Money, having 
been found to be highly inexpedient in con- 
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sequence of the increased expenditure of the 
country, did become the subject of frequent 
Jong and serious deliberation in Parliament; 
And whereas by an Act of Parliament made 
and passed in the 2oth year of the reign of 
His present Majesty, and by several subse- 
quent Acts of Parliament, for appointing and 
enabling Commissioners to examine, take, 
and state the Public Accounts of this King- 
dom, and for other purposes therein men- 
tioned, certain Commissioners were consti- 
tated and appointed for examining, taking, 
and stating the accounts therein particularly 
mentioned, and also for examining and 
stating in what manner, and at what times, 
the receipts, issues, and expenditures of the 
public monies were accounted for; and for 
considering of and reporting by what means 
and methods the public accounts might in 
future be passed, and the Accomptants com- 
pelled to pay the balances or monies due 
from them ina more expeditious, more ef- 
fectual, and less.expensive manner: And 
whereas the said Commissioners did inquire 
into and report upon the Public Accounts by 
the said Acts referred to their examination, 
and did discover and point out various abuses 
in many of the Public Offices entrusted 
with the receipt and expenditure of Public 
Money, and in particular in the office of the 
Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy ; and did 
propose and recommend sundry good and 
wholesome provisions and regulations for 
the reformation of the same, and particularly 


_ for preventing the Public Money issued for 


Navy services from coming into the possession 
and custody of the Treasurer of His Majesty’s 


- Navy, or the officers or persons employed 


under him ; for depriving him and them of 
all opportunity of using and misapplying the 
Public Money to private purposes, and there- 
by- exposing the same to the risk of loss; 
for making the Bank of England the sole 
lace of deposit for the same; for removing, 
rom thenceforward, all temptations and in- 
ducements to applications for more public 
money than was necessary for the public 


‘service; for preventing all unnecessary delay 


in passing the public accounts of the Trea- 


surer Of His Majesty’s Navy, and in restoring 


to the public the balances remaining in his 
hands: And whereas the House of Commons 
having taken the Reports of the said Com- 
missioners into consideration upon the 19th 
day of June, 1782, did (among other things) 


’ resolve, that some regulations ought to be 


adopted for the purpose of lessening and 
keeping down the balances which appeared 
to have usually been in the hands of the 
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Treasurer of the Navy; and did further 
declare their opinion, that from thencefoy, 
ward the Paymaster General of His Ma. 
jesty’s Land Forces, and the Treasurer of the 
Navy for the time being, should not apply 
any sum or sums of money imprested to them 
or cither of them, to any purpose of advan. 
tage or interest to themselves, either directly 
or indirectly. 

And whereas, for the more effectually 
carrying into execution the said Resolutions 
of the House of Commons, His Majesty, by 
warrant under His Royal Sign Manoal, 
bearing date the 22d day of June, 17832, 
was most graciously pleased to augment the 
income of the Right Honourable Isaac 
Barré, as Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, 
and to add thereto the sum of 2,1¢0l. that 
the said income might in future amount to 
4,c00!. which His Majesty was then gra 
ciously pleased to grant to the said Isaa¢ 
Barré, clear of all deductions, in full satis. 
faction of all wages and fees and other pro. 
fits and emoluments theretofore enjoyed by 
former, Treasurers of His Majesty’s Navy; 
And whereas by Letters Patent bearing date 
the 19th day of August, 1782, His Majesty 
was graciously pleased to give and grant 
unto the Right Honourable Henry Dundas, 
now Lord Viscount Melville, the Office of 
| Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy Royal and 
Ships, and Receiver General of all sums of 
money appointed, or from time to time to 
be appointed, and payable for the support, 
maintenance, and reparation of His Majesty’s 
Navy Royal and Ships; for emptions and 
provisions appertaining to, and necessary 
for the said navy and ships, and for wages, 
salaries of officers, servants, and other per. 
sons whatever, belonging to the said Navy 
or Ships, or any other matter or thing what. 
soever in any manner touching or concerning 
the Navy Royal or Ships; and for the exer. 
cise and occupation of the said Office, and 
for and in satisfaction of all wages and fees 
of three pence of Jaw{ful moncy for every 
pound to be received and paid by the said 
Heary Dundas, by virtue of his said office, 
His Majesty was further graciously pleased 
to give and grant unto him by the said Let- 
ters Patent, an annuity or yearly payment of 
2,200l. 

And whereas the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville represented, or caused to be repre 
sented, or it was represented to His Majesty, 
that the said annuity or yearly payment of 
2,000]. after deducting all charges, taxes, 
and expences thereon, would not produce to 
him the said Henry Lord Viscount Melville 
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more than the sum of 1,850]. in each year, 


* or thereabouts; whereupon His Majesty, by 


warrant under- His Royal Sign Manual, 
bearing date the 23d day of October, 1782, 
was graciously pleased to declare that the 
income of the Treasurer of the Navy should 
be augmented with an additional allowance 
of 2,324). 6s. 6d, in order to make, together 
with the said sum of 1,850. the said income 
to amount in future to the sum of 4,000l. 
And His Majesty did thereby direct, autho- 
rize, and empower the said Henry Lord Vis- 
count Melville to take and apply out of such 
monies as were in, or should come to his 
hands, or to the hands of his Cashier, arisen, 
orto arise by the sale of Old Naval Stores, 
the said sum of 2,324]. 6s, 6d. which, toge- 
ther with the before-mentioned sum of 1,85ol, 
would make the said sum of 4,000]. which 
His Majesty was graciously pleased to grant 
him, clear of all deductions, in full satisfac- 
tion of all wages and fees, and other profits 


_and emoluments theretofore enjoyed by for- 


mer Treasurers of the Navy; the_same to 
commence and be computed from the day of 
the date of the said letters patent, and to 
continae during his continuance in the said 
office: And His Majesty did further direct, 
authorize, and empower the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville, in case the said additional 
allowance of 2,3241. 6s. 6d. together with the 
said several allowances before stated, should 


. hot produce in each year the net sum of 


4,0col, to charge the deficiency in the annual 
amount of monies disbursed by him for fees 
of divers natures: And whereas the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville held and en- 
yes the said office of Treasurer of His 
ajesty’s Navy, under the said Letters Pa- 
tent, from the said igth day of August, 
1782, until the roth day of April, 1783: 
_ And whereas by. Letters Patent, bearing 
date the 5th day of January, 1784, His 
ajesty was graciously pleased again to give 
and grant unto the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville the said office of Treasurer of His 
Majesty’s Navy, in the same terms as in the 
sais former Letters- Patent of the rgth das 
of August, 1782; and upon a similar repre- 
sentation made or caused to be made by the 


said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, or o:her- 


wise made to His Majesty as that hereinbetore 
stated, His Majesty was graciously pleased, 
by warrant under His Royal Sign Manual, 
bearing date the 16th day of January, 1784, 
to augment the income of the said office of 
Treasurer of the Navy with an additional 
allowance of 2,324]. 6s. 6d. in order to 
make the annual income of the said office 
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amount to the said sum of 4,000!. and which 
said income His Majesty was thereby gra- 
ciously pleased to grant to the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville, clear of all deduc- 
tions, in full satisfaction of all wages and fees, 
and other profits and emoluments theretofore 
enjoyed by former Treasurers of the Navy, 
and to secure and provide for the due pay- 
ment thereof io like manner ‘as in the said 
former warrant of the 23d day of October, 
1782, is provided : 

And whereas the said Henry Lord Vis- 
count Melville, under and by virtue of the 
said last-mentioned Letters-Patent, held and 
enjoyed the said office of Treasurer of His 
Majesty’s Navy, from the said gth day of 
Jan. 1784, until the 31st day ‘of wes 1800 : 

And whereas on the 17th day of February, 
1785, the House of Commons ordered that 
leave should be given to bring in a bill for 
better regulating the office of the Treasurer of 
His Majesty’s Navy, and that (together with 
other Members of the said House of Com- 
mons) Mr. Henry Dundas, now Lord Vis- 
count Melville, should prepare and bring in 
the same; and, in pursuance of the said 
order, the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville, on the zgth day of April, 1785, did 
present to the House of Commons a Bill jor 
better regulating the office of the Treasurer of 
His Majesty’s Navy; and the said Bill 
having passed the House of Commons, was, 
in pursuance of an order of that Hoase car- 
ricd by the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville to the House of Lords; to which Bill he 
(in the name of the House of Commons) 
desired the concurrence of their Lordships : 

Aod whereas the sai:t Bill, in the 25th 
year of His Majesty’s reign, passed into a 
law, intituled * An Act for better re_ulating 
the office of the Treasurer of His Majesty’s 
Navy ;"—The rst, 3d, 4th and sth Sections 
whereof are as follows : 

1st Section, ** Whereas it appears by the 
Reports made by the Commissioners appoint. 
ed to examine, take, and state the public 
accounts of the kingdom, that regulations 
are necessary for betrer conducting the busi- 
ness in ‘the department of the Treasurer of 
the Navy: Be it therefore enacted by the 
King’s Most Excellent Majesty, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Lords Spiri- 
tual and Temporal, and Commons, in this 
present Parliament assembled, and by the 
authority of the sane, that from and after 
the first day of July 1785, the Tieasorer 
of his Majesty’s Nevy for the time beiag, in 
all Memorials to be by hin presented t the 
Treasury for Money for Navy Services, shail 
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ray that such sum as he requires may be 
issued to the Governor and Company of the 
Bank of England on his account, and shall 
transmit with each Memorial a Copy of the 
Lettec or Letters from the Commissioners of 
the Navy, Victualling, and Sick and Hart 
Boards, directing him to apply for such sum 
or sums; in which letter or letters the said 
Commissioners shall, and they are hereby 
required and directed to specify for what 
articular service or services the said money 
is wanted, and shall.also state the balances 


then in the hands of the Treasurer of the 


Wavy under each head of service respec 
tively ; and the Commissioners of His Ma- 


_ jesty’s Treasury for the time being, by their 


letter from time to time, shall direct the 
Auditor of the Exchequer to issue to the 
Governor and Company of the Bank of 
England, on account of the Treasurer of His 
Majesty's Navy, naming such Treasurer for 
the time being, the sum for which such letter 
shall be drawn upon the unsatisfied order at 
the Exchequer, in favour of the said Trea- 
surer, for which the receipt of the Cashier or 
ashiers of the said Governor and Company 
shall be a sufficient discharge; and all sums 
for which letters of the Commissioners of 
is Majesty’s Treasury shall be drawn, sha}l 
be issued to the Governor and Company of 
the Bank of England in like manner as they 
ave been heretofote issued to the Treasurer 
of His Majesty’s Navy ; and all such monies 
to be issued to the Governor and Company 
of the Bank of England shall be placed on 
an account or accounts to be raised in the 
ooks of the Governor and Company of the 
said Bank of England, and to be intituled, 
©The Account of the Treasurer of His Ma- 
jesty’s Navy,’ inserting the name of such 
Treasurer for the time being, for the pay- 
branch, cashier’s. branch, and the victualling- 
branch ; and on zeceipt of all such monies at 
the Exchequer, the Treasurer of the Navy 
shall immediately certify to the Commis- 
sioners of the Navy an account of the whole 
receipt under the respective heads of service, 
and shall also certify to the Commissioners 
of the Victualling and Sick and Hurt Boards, 
the particular sums received and applicable 
to those services respectively,” 
3d Section.—*‘* And be it further enacted, 


that from and after the rst day of July, 1785, 


no money for the service of the Navy shall 
be issued from His Majesty’s Exchequer to 
the Treasurer of the Navy, or shall.be placed 
or directed to be placed in his hands or 
possession; but the same shall be issued and 
Girected to be paid to the Governor’ and 


, Cornpany of the Bank of England, and to 


be placed to. the accounts above-mentioned, 
according to the services for which it jg 
craved and issued.” 

4th, Section.—** And be it enacted, that 
the Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy for the 
time being, by himse!f, or the person or per. 
sons in his office duly authorized by the 
said Treasurer, from and after the first day’ 
of July, 1785, shall draw upon the Governor 
and Company of the Bank of England for 
all Navy services whatever, aiid shall specify 
in each and every draft the head of service 
for which the same is drawn; and no draft 
of the said Treasurer, or the person or 
persons authorized as aforesaid, shall be 
deemed a sufficient voucher to the said Go. 
vernor and Company of the Bank of England, 
unless the same specifies the head of service 
for which it is drawn, and has been actually 
paid by the said Governor and Company of 
the Bank of England.” 

sth Section. —** Provided always, that the 
monies to be issued unto the Governor and 
Company of the Bank of England, on account . 
of the ‘Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, 
shall not be paid out of the Bank unless for 
Navy Services, and in pursuance of drafts to 
be daiwa on the Governor and Company: 
of the Bank of England, and signed by the 
Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy for the 
time being, or the person or persons autho- 
rized as aforesaid; in which drafts shall be 
specified the heads of service to which the 
sums therein mentioned are to be applied; 
and which drafts so drawn shall be sufficient 
authority to the Bank to pay such money to 
the persons mentioned in such drafts, or to 
the bearer of them.” , 

And whereas the provisions contained in 
the said las:-mentioned Act of Parliament, 
were thereby directed to take place on the 1st 
day of July, 1785: But the execution of the 
said Act, with respect to the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville, opening an account 
or accounts with the Governor and Company 
of the Bank of England, as thereby directed, 
was postponed by him until the 13th Day of 
January, 1786, when the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville opened an account with 
the Governor and Company of the Bank of 
England, intituled, ‘‘ Right Hon, Henry 
Dundas, Act of Parliament New Account;” 
and which said account was continued by him 
until he quitted the said office on the 31st of 
May, 1800, and was the only account kept by 
the said Henry Lord Viscount MelvilleasTrea- 
surer of His Majesty’s Navy with the Gover. 
nor and Company of the Bank of England 
under and in pursuance of the said Act of 
Parliament for regulating his said office. 
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And whereas on the roth day of January, 
1796, whilst the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville held and enjoyed the said office of 
Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, he did 
constitute and appoint Alexander Trotter his 
Paymaster; and the said Henry Lord Vis- 
count Melville did, on the said roth day of 
January 1786, duly authorize and empower 
the said Alexander Trotter to draw. on the 
Governor and Company of the Bank of Eng- 
Jand, for and upon the account of him the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville as Trea- 
surer of His Majesty’s Navy, all and every 
sum or sums of money that then were or 
should thereafter be wanted for the Public 
Satie, under the care of payment of the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, the said 
Alexander Trotter being particularly careful 
to specify in each and every draft the service 
for which the money should be drawn, 

' And whereas it was the duty of the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville, during all 
the time he held and enjoyed the said office 
of Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, to ab- 
stain from applying himsel¥, and to prevent 
all persons acting under him from applying, 
any part of the money issued from His Ma- 
jesty’s Exchequer for Navy Services to any 
purposes of advantage or interest to himself 
or themselves, either directly or indirectly, 
or to any other purposes than for Naval Ser- 
vices, and from deriving any profit or emo- 
lument therefrom; and from and after the 


passing of the said act of parliament of the 


25th year of His Majesty’s reign, for better 
regulating the office of the Treasurer of His 
Majesty’s Navy, it was the duty of the said 
Lord Viscount Melville to observe and pur- 


~ gue the provisions and directio s+ of the said 


act of parliament ; yet the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville, not satisfied with the 
ample revenue so provided for him as afore- 
said, nor regarding the duty of his high and 
important office, or the express provisions of 
the said act of parliament, did, whilst he so 
held and enjoyed the said office, act and con- 
duct himself fraudulently, corruptly, and il- 
legally, in the several instances herein set 
rh. 
First Arricre.—That the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville, whilst he held and 
enjoyed the said office of Treasurer of His 
Majesty’s Navy, and previous to the said 
foth day of January 1786, did take and re- 
ceive from and out of the money imprested 
to him as Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, 
from His Majesty’s Exchequer, the sum of 
10,0001. or some other large sum or sums of 
money, and did fraudulently and illegally 
convert and apply the same to his own use, 
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or to some other corrupt and illegal purposes, 


and to other purposes than those of the Public’ 
Navy Services of the kingdom, to which. 
alone the same was lawfully applicable ; and 
did continue such fraudulent and illegal con- 
version and application of the said sum or 
sums of money after the passing of the said 
act of parliament for the better regulating 
the office of the Treasurer of His Majesty's: 
Navy. And the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville has declared that he never would re- 
veal the application of the said sum of 10,0004. 
and in particular he did make such declara- 
tion in the House of Commons, on the 11th 
day of June, 1805; and then and there ad- 
ded, that he felt himself bound by motives: 
of public duty, as well as private honour ud 
personal convenience, to conceal the same; 
all which conduct of the said Henry Lord’ 
Viscount Melville was contrary to the duty” 
of his said office, a breach of the high trust’ 
reposed in him, and a violation of the laws’ 
and statutes of this realm. 

Seconp ArticLE.—That the said Henry’ 
Lord Viscount Melville, disregarding the du. 
ties of his said office, and in breach and vio. 
lation of the said act of parliament for better’ 
regulating the same, did, after the passing of 
the said act, and whilst the said Henry Lord’ 
Viscount Melville continuéd to hold and en-. 
joy the said office, connive at, and permit and” 
suffer the said Alexander Trotter, under.and’ 
by virtue of the said authority so given to 
him by the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel.’ 
ville as aforesaid, illegally to draw, receive, 
and take from the Governor and Company of 
the Bank of England, for other purposes than 
for immediate application to Navy Services, 
large sums of money from and out of the mo- 
nies before then issued unto the said Go- 
vernor and Company of the Bank of Eng 
land, on acconnt of the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melviile, as Treasurer of His Ma- 
jesty’s Navy: and the said Henry Lord Vis.’ 
count Melville did connive at, and permit 
and suffer the said Alexander Trotter to place 
the said Jast-mentioned sums of money, or a 
great part thereof, so illegally drawn, re- 
ceived, and taken by him, from the Governor’ 
and Company of the Bank of England as. 
aforesaid, in. the hands of Messrs. Thomas 
Coutts and Company, the private bankers of 
the said Alexander Trotter, in his own name, 
and subject to his sole controul and disposi- 
tion: all which conduct of the said Henry. 
Lord Viscount Melville was contiary to the 
duty of his said office, a breach of the high? 
trust reposed in him, and a violation of the 
laws and statutes of the realm. 

after the passing 
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of the said act of parliament for better requ- 
lating the Office of the Treasurer of His,Ma- 


esty’s Navy, and after the said roth day of 
poe 1786, and whilst the said Henry 


Lord Viscount Melville held and enjoyed the | 


said officé, large sums of monev were, from 
time to time, issued and paid to the Governor 
and Company of the Bank of England, and 
placed on an ‘account raised in the books of 
the said Governor and Company with the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, intitu- 
led, Right Hon. Henry Dundas, .Act of 
Parliament New Account:” And the said 
Alexander Trotter, under and by virtue of 
the said authority from the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville, did, from the said 1oth 
day of January 1786, during all the time the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville after- 
wards continued to hold and enjoy the said 
office of Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy, 


“draw upon the said Governor and Company 


of the Bank of England for and on account 
of the monies so issued and paid to them, 
and placed to the-said account so raised in’ 
their books, with the said Henry, Lord Vis- 


count Melville, as such Treasurer as afore-. 


said: and the said Alexander ‘Trotter did 
receive and take large sums of money so 
drawn by him from the said Governor and 


Company of the Bank of England as afore- 
said :. 
“That the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel. | 


ville did, after the said roth day of January 
1786, fraudulently and illegally permit and 
fuffer the said Alexander Trotter to place 
many of the said sums of money so drawn, 
received, and taken by him from the Go- 
vernor and Company of the Bank of England 
as aforesaid, in the hands of Messrs, Thomas 
Coutts and Company, the private bankers of 
the said Alexander ‘Trotter, in his own name 
and at his own disposal: and the said Alex- 
ander Trotter did thereupon, with the pri- 
vity, by the connivance, and with the per. 
mission of the, said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville, apply and ase the said last-men- 
tioned’ sums of money, or great part thereof, 
for purposes of pfivate advantage or interest, 
profit and emolument; and did place the said 
sums of money, or a great part thereof, in the 


hands of the said Messrs. Coutts and Com- 


pany, mixed with and undistinguished from 
the proper monies of the said Alexander 


‘Trotter, whereby the ,said last-mentioned 


sums of money were not only applied to and 
used for purposes of private.advantage or in 

terest, vrofit and emolument, and for purposes 
other th n Navy Services, but were also ex- 
posed co great risk of loss, and were wih. 
drawn from the contreal and disposition of 


PARL, DEBATES, 4. 1805—Trotter's Indeninity Bill. 


the Treasurer of His Majesty’s Navy: and 
the said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, by 
so conniving at and permitting and sufferin 
the public money to be withdrawn from the 
Bank of England, and used and applied in 
manner aforesaid, acted in breach of the 
great trust and confidence reposed in him, in 
violation of the said act of parliament made 
for regulating his said office, contrary to his 
duty, and against the laws of this realm, 
to the evil example of all persons entrusted in 
the great departments of the public service, 
with controul over the application and ex. 
penditure of the public money, : 
FourtH Articie.—That after the said 
roth day of January 1786, and whilst the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville held and en. 
joyed the said office of Treasurer of His Ma. 
jesty’s Navy, he the said Henry Lord Vis. 
count Melville did fraudulently and illegally, 
for the purpose of advantage or interest to 
himself, or for acquiring or obtaining profit 
or emolument therefrom, or for some other 
corrupt and. illegal purposes, and for pur- 
poses other than Navy services, take and re. 
ceive from the Public money placed in his 
name at the Bank of England, as Treasurer 
of His Majesty’s Navy, the sum of 10,000. 
or some other large sum or sums of money, 
and did fraudulently and illegally convert 
and apply the same to his own use, or to 
some other corrupt and illegal purposes: 
That during the time the said Alexander 
Trotteg held and enjoyed the said office of 
Paymaster to the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville as aforesaid, and whilst the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville held and ens 
joyed the said office of ‘Treasurer of His Ma- 
jesty’s Navy as aforesaid, he the said Alex- 
ander Trotter kept with the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville an account current, entered 
in certain books of account, containing en- 
tries of all the sums paid and received by the 
said Alexander Trotter on the account of the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, and by 


‘agreement between the said Henry Lord Vis- 


count Melville and the said Alexander Trot- 
ter, bearing date the 18th and 23d days of 
February 1203, it is stated that they had 
either mutually delivered up to each other, 
or resolved and agreed mutually to cancel or 
destroy, all the vouchers or other memoran- 
dums and writings that at any time thereto 
fore might have existed, passed, or been in- 
terchanged between them relative to the said 
accounts, and the different items and articles 
ot which the said accounts were composed or 
consisted : and the said books of account cons 
taining the said account current, together 
with all vouchers or other memorandums and 
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_ ville, and of the several accounts or consider- 
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‘writings in the possession of the said Alex- 
ander Trotter, and also of the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville relative thereto, were 
burnt and destroyed by the said Henry, Lord 
Viscount Melville and Alexander ‘Trotter: 
and the said stipulation contained in the said 
agreement for the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville and Alexander Trotter mutually de- 
livering up to each other, or for mutually 
cancelling and destroying all the said vouch- 
ers or other memorandums or writings rela. 
tive to the said account, was so entered into; 
and the said books of accounts, vouchers, 
memorandums, and writings, were so burnt 
and destroyed, with a view to conceal and 
prevent the discovery of the several advances 
of money made by the said Alexander Trot- 
ter to the 'said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 


ations for, or upon which the same were so 
advanced: all which conduct of the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville was contrary 
‘to the duty of his said office, a breach of the 
high trust reposed in him, and a violation of 
the laws and statutes of this realm, and to 
the like evil example as aforesaid. 

FirtH ArticLe.—That after the said 
toth day of January, 1786, and whilst the 
said Alexander Trotter so continued the Pay- 
master of the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville as aforesaid, and with such privity, con. | 
nivance, and perin.ssiun as aforesaid, so ap- 
plied and used the said sums of money, or 
great part thereof, for purposes of private ad- 
vantage, profit, and emolument, as aforesaid, 
the said Henry Lord Vi-count Melville frau- 
dulently concealing the ilk gal use and appli- 
cation of the same, did procure, obtain, and 
receive from the said Alexander Trotter, ad- 
vances of several large sums of money, which | 
were made to him the said Henry Lord Vis- | 
count Melville by the said Alexander Trot- 
ter, in part from money so as aforesaid ille- 
gally drawn by him the said Alexander Trot- 

‘ter from the Governor and Company of the 
Bank of England, and in part from sums of 
money so placed by the said Alexander Trot- 
ter in the hands of the said Messrs. Coutts | 
and Company as aforesaid, when mixed with | 
and undistinguished from the proper monies. 
of the said Alexander Trot‘er: and for the 
purpose of more effectually concealing the 
said advances of money, the said books of 
account, vouchers, memorandums, and writ- 
ings, were so as aforesaid burnt and de- 
stroyed. 

StxtH Articie.—That amongst other 
advances of money so as aforesaid obtained 
and received by the said Henry Lord Vis- 
count Melville, from the said cai! 
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Trotter, the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville did procure, obtain, and receive from 
the said Alexander Trotter, a sum of 22,000. 
or some other large sum or sums of money, 
advanced by the said Alexander Trotter to 
the said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, with- 
out interest; part whereof was so advanced 
exclusively from public money so as aforesaid 
illegally drawn from the Governor and Com- 
peny of the Bank of England by the said 
Alexander Trotter; and other part whereof 
was advanced from the said mixed fund, : 
composed as well of public money so as afore- 
said illegally drawn by the said Alexander 
Trotter from the Governor and Company of 
the Bank of England, and placed by him in - 
the hands of the said Messrs. Courts and 
Company as aforesaid, as of the proper mo- 
nies of the said Alexander Trotter in the. 
hands of the said Messrs, Coutts and Com- 
pany, which had been mixed therewith, and 
remained undistinguished therefrom : and for 
the purpose of more effectually concealing 
the said advances of money, the said books 
of account, vouchers, memorandums, and 
writings were su as aforesaid burnt and de- 
stroved, 

SeventH ARTICLE. — That amongst 
other advances of money so as aforesaid ob- 
tained and received by the said Henry Lord 
Viscount Melville from the said Alexander 
Trotter, the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville did obtain and receive a sum of 22,000!e 
or some other large sum or sums of money 
advanced to him by the said Alexander Trot- 
ter, and for which it has been alledged by the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville, that he 
was to pay interest: and for the purpose of 
more effectually concealing the said last-men- 
tioned advances of money, the said books of 
accounts, vouchers, memorandums, and write 
ings, were so as aforesaid burnt and des 
siroyed, 

Ercura Articie.—That during all or 
great pare of the time the said Alexander 
‘Troter held and enjoved the said office of 
Paymaster to the said Henry Lord Viscount 
Melville as aforesaid, and the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville held and enjoyed the 
said office of Treasurer of His Majesty’s 
Navy as aforesaid, he the said Alexander 
Trotter did gratuitously, and without salary 
or other pecuniary compensation, act in and 
transact the private business of the said Henry 
Lord Viscount Melville, as his agent, and 
was from time to time in advance for the 
said Henry Lord Viscount Melville in that 
respect to the amount of from 10,cool. to 
20,000l. or to some other great amount: and 
which advances were taken from the said 
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‘sums of money so placed by the said Alex- 
ander Trotter in the hands of the said Messrs. 
“Coutts and Company, consisting’ in part of 
_ ‘Public Money, drawn by him from the Go- 
vernor and Company of the Bank of England 
vas aforesaid, and in part of his own private 
monies mixed therewith, and undistinguished 
therefrom, as aforesaid: by means whereof 
‘the said Henry Lord Viscount Melville did 
derive benefit and advantage from the afore- 
‘said illegal acts of the said Alexander Trotter. 
And the said Alexander Trotter did so 
“gratuitously, and without salary, act in and 
transact the private business of the said Henry 
ord Viscount Melville, and make him such 
advances of money as aforesaid, in consider- 
“ation of the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
‘ville conniving at and permitting and suffer- 
“ing the said Alexander Trotter so as aforesaid 
to apply and make use of the said sums of 
Public Money so drawn by him from the 
Bank of England, and applied and appro- 
‘priated for purposes of private advantage, or 
interest, profit and emolument as aforesaid : 
and the said Alexander Trotter would not 
have been, and was well known to the said 
Henry Lord Viscount Melville not to have 
‘been able to make. such,advances of money 
‘to the said Henry Lord Viscount Melville as 
aforesaid, otherwise than from and by means 
of the said sums of Public Money so drawn 
by the said Alexander Trotter from the Bank 
‘of England, with the privity, connivance, 
and permission of the said Henry Lord Vis- 
“count Melville as aforesaid, and applied by 
‘the said Alexander Trotter for purposes of 
private advantage, interest, profit, and emo- 
ument. All which proccedings and con- 
‘duct of the said Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
‘ville were contrary to the duty of his said 
“office, in breach of the great trust reposed in 
‘him, and in gross violation of the laws and 
statutes of this realm, And by all and every 
‘one of the aforesaid acts done and commit- 
jted by him the said Henry Lord Viscount 
‘Melville, he was and is guilty of high crimes 
“and misdemeanors. 
[Trorrer’s Inpemnity 
the third reading of the bill to indemnify all 
‘petsons for the evidence they may give on 
the Impeachment of lord Melville, 
. Mr. Whitbread said, that as Mr. Trotter 
- ‘must necessarily be a very material evidence 
n this case, on account of the many trans- 
‘actions which were only known between 
him and lord Melville, he had a clause to 
move, for making his exoneration more 
comprehensive than was first intended. Se- 
veral great and eminent lawyers, he said, 


held the opinion, that, notwithstanding any. 


4 


‘suit should be given up altogether, 
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Civil Process against him, Mr. Trotter could 
not refuse, but may be compelled to answer 


any questions that may be demanded of him 


on a Criminal Prosecution.—But, as there 
were other lawyers of considerable authority, 
who maintained a contrary opinion, he 
wished to obviate any difficulty that may 
occur—and, in doing so, he made no doubt 
of being supported by an hon. gentleman 
opposite to him (Mr. R. Dundas, son of 
lord Melville), who had shewn a modera- 
tion and temper, throughout the whole of 
these proceedings, which entitled him to his 
respect, and to every consideration from the 
house.. The clause he had to propose was as 
follows: ‘that any evidence which Mr, 
Trotter might have given before the Com. 
mittee of Be House of Commons, or may 
hereafter give in the Impeachment against 
lord viscount Melville, should not be brought 
against him in any Civil Suit instituted b 

Attorney-General, by order of this 
ouse,” 

Sir W. Elford did not think that the 
clause proposed was sufficient for its ob. 
ject. It could not relieve Mr. Trotter 
from all embarrassment in the delivery of 
his testimony ; for though it would prevent 
its being brought as evidence against him in 
a civil process, it might make a very un. 
favourable impression on the minds of some 
of those who might have afterwards to decide 
upon his conduct as a jury. There wasa 
great diversity of opinions: between lawyers 
on this subject, and he begged leave to 
read one, of a gentleman of considerable 
eminence, Mr. Dancey, which held, that in 
criminal and civil cases, in the situation of a 
witness, in neither case could he be com- 
pelled to give evidence which might crimi- 
nate himself. That opinion also referred 
to Mr. Peake’s book for authority, and 
cases tosupport that doctrine. He admitted, 
that he was one of those, who did not think 
this a subject of any prosecution—but, as 
the resolutions of the house remained yet 
unrescinded, and as the object of every man 
must be, that the ends of substantial justice 
should be obtained, the witnesses ought to 
be relieved from any sort of embarrassment, 
that they might have no hesitation in freely 
answering such questions as may be put to 
them on their cross-examination by hi 
lordship’s counsel. Hitherto the civil pro- 
cess against Mr. ‘Trotter had only been sus- 
pended, and might, by their vote, be renewed 
again; but, in order to put him ina situation 
of protection against all consequences of his 
evidence, he thought it right that the civil 
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Mr. Whitbread replied, that if the hon.’ 
gentleman would propose a clause’to the 
effect he mentioned, it would be for the 
‘house to decide whether they would adopt 
it or not. . 

Mr. Rose observed, that though by Mr, 
Whitbread’s clause, Trotter’s evidence on 
the impeachment could not be produced 
against him, yet it might afford subject of in- 
quiry to the attorney-general; which would 
lead to the production of other evidence that 

might equally affect him. 

M . 5. Bourne argued, that, notwithstand- 

ng this indemnity against any civil process, 

et it could not protect him against an 

indictment for perjury if he should contradict. 
any part of his former evidence. 

Mr, Serjeant Best did not consider this 

as affording. a favour to Mr. Trotter, whom 
he did not :hink entitled to any, but as meant 
to render hin a more competent and better 
evidence than he otherwise might be. The 
clause provided, that any evidence he may 
- give should not afterwards be brought against 

im; but as it was never meant to place him 
in a situation of complete comfort, it was 
sufficient to protect him against the effects 
of his own evidence, and he deserved no- 
thing more, not any peculiar indulgence 
whatever. 

Mr. 8. Bourne explained, that Trotter's 
evidence might possibly afford matter of 
inquiry to the attorney-general, which would 
afterwards operate against him. 

Mr. Robert Dundas (son of lord Melville) 
did not wish to give any opinion as to the 
clause. All he asked of the house was, that 
if Mr. Trotter’s evidence was to be taken at 
all, it should be taken in such a manner that 
he should be freed from all sort of apprehen 
sion and embarrassment. Withour this, the 
evidence could not have its proper weight. 
All he asked was, that it should be complete. 

Mr. Whitbread said, his wish was to put 
the witness in such a situation, that as litte 
bias as possible might exist. This clause 
was drawn up by an able lawyer, who did 
hot think it sufficient to answer the purpose. 
It was impossible to satisfy all the lawyers. 


Mr. Ak-xander did not wish to do away |’ 


the vote of the house on this case, but he 
wished that the third reading of the bill 
should be postponed till the house had time 
to examine and consider the articles of im- 
peachment, ‘This would be mere consistent 
with the dignity of their proceedings. 

The Chancellor of the Exch-quer’ had no 
Objection to the thitd reading ot the bill on 
this day, if it could be done consistently 
with justice, but the house must be aware 
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that the full benefit of Mr. Trotter’s evidence 
could not be obtained, if he was still liable 
to any civil prosecution. His evidence must . 
furnish materials, from which vhe law officers 
would frame their proceedings against him. 
It was delusive to any individual to say, 
that his own evidence would not be taken 
against him; while it was certain, that it 
would furnish grounds for questions to which 
he could not demur. This was so simple, 
that the force of it must instactly be pers 
ceived. The evidence could not he fully’ 
procured without stopping all civil prose- 
cution. No man could doubt that it was 
the intention of the house t» drop the civil 
suit as far as lord Melville was concerned, 
and the object could not be attained without 
stopping that against Mr Trott-r also. 
Some distant proposition ought, therefore, 
to be brought forward for discontinuing the 
civil process altogether. 


Mr. Whithread said, that if such a pro. 


position was brought forward, he was not 


inclined tu oppose it. 

Mr. Charles Wynne said, that he had no 
intention to oppose the proposition, though 
it did noi apppear to him absolutely neces- 
sary. 

Sir William Burroughs thought it was neces- 
sary to go farther than had as yet been pro- 
posed. The mere stopping of the suit would | 
not be sufficient, for his majesty might order 
one to be carried on notwithstanding this. It 
would, therefore, be necessary, in order to 
remove all bias, to enact, that no civil 
action should be instituted.—~After a few 
words from Mr. Wilberforce, who agreed in 
the propriety of the proposition, Mr. Whit« 
bread consented to withdraw his clause, 
under the impression that the hon. baronet 
(sir W. Elford) wquld to. morrow bring for- 
ward such a clause as would answer his 
intention, 

[Financtat Propositions.] Mr. 
stone presented, without any comment, the 
following Financial Propositions. After the 
house had agreed to the first Proposition, the 
debate, on the motion of Mr. Huskisson, was 
adjourned to Tuesday next. 

1. That the total amount of the public 
funded deb: of Great Brirain was, on the rst 
February 1803, 567,008,978/. ;—of which 
67,.255.9152 had been purchased by the 
commisstoners for the reduction of the na« 
tional debt, and 19.180.557/.~had beer 
transferred to them on account of land tax 
redeemed ; leaving a funded debt untedeem- 
ed of 480,572,476 :—and, that the amount 
of anauities charged on Great Britain (atter 
dediciing what have fallen in) was, on the 
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1st February, in short annuities and for lives, 

.979/.; and in long annuities 1,015. 410/. 
the total of public 
debt created in Great Britain for account of 
Ireland was, on the rst. February 1803, 
22,348,000/.;——-of which there had been 
perchased by the cou. missioners for the re- 
duction of: the national debt 1,123.415/3 
leaving. a debt unredeemed of 
21,224,582. together with long annuities 
tothe amount of 

3- ‘That the tota! amount of public funded 
debt created in Great Britain tor account of 
the emperor of Germany was, on the rst 
February 1803, 7,502,633/.;—of which 
375.1374 had been purchased by the com- 
missioners for the reduction’ of the national 
debt; leaving a funded debt unredeemed of 
7,127.4962. together with annuities to the 
amount of 230,000/, which will expire in 
1819. 

Hy That the amount of the outstanding 
‘demands unprovided for on the 5th January 
- 1803, exclusive. of unfunded debt, and of 
the anticipation of certain duties annually 
voted, was, 592,630/.: that the deficiency 
of ways and.means for the year 1802 was, 
171.4314. ;—making the amount of demands 
unprovided fur on the sth January 1803, 
764,061/, 

. §- That the unfunded debt in exchequer 
bills unprovided for, or charged upon funds 
which proved insufficient, was, on the sth 
Jan. 1803,9,827.400/. including 3,000,000/. 
‘yn the bank, which bear no interest, in con- 
sideration of the renewal of the charter.— 
‘That the unfunded debt in navy bills was, on 
the sth January 1803, 3,305,648/. 

_ 6 That the total amount of the public 


funded debt of Great Britain was, on the tst’ 


February 1805, 603.92$,792/. ;—of which 
89.003,759/ had been purchased by the 
_ commissioners for the reduction of the na- 
tional debt, and 21,794,307/ had been 
transferred to them on acciunt of tax 
. redeemed, leaving a funded debt unredeem- 
ed of 493,128,7262. And that the amount 
of annuities charged on Great Britain (after 
deducting what have fallen in) was, on the 
1st Feb, in short annuities and tor lives, 
-§09,353/ and in long annuities 1,047.494/. 
y a further debr, 
34,400.000/. capi:al stock, has been created 


by the’suims borrowed in the present session’ 


of parliament, and 1,660,529/. by 5 per 
cont, annuiies, created in 1797, subscribed 
into other funds. 

_ 4. That the tatal amount of the public 
funded debt, creared in Great Britain for 
accgunt of dreland, was, on the rst of Feb. 
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1 805, 33,7§8,000/. ;—of which there had 
been purchased by the commissioners for the 


reduction of the national debt, 2,175,099), 


leaving a funded debt of 31,562,901/, to. 
gether with long annuities, to the amount of 
16,208/. And that a further debt amounting. 
to 4,660,000/. capital stock, and to 
per annum in long annuities, has been created 
by sums borrowed in the present session in 
Great Britain on account of Ireland, 

8. That the toial amount of public fanded 
debt created in Great Britain, for account.of 
the emperor of Germany, was, on the 1st 


February 1805, 7,502,633/.;—-of which 


550,228/. had been puichased by the com. 
missioners for the reduction of the national 
debt, leaving a funded debt of 6,952,405/, 
together with annuities to the amount of 
230,000/, which will expire in 1819. 

g. ‘That the amount of outstanding de. 
mands unprovided for on the sth January 
1805, exclusive of unfunded debt, and of 
the anticipation of certain duties annually 
voted, was 1,817,863/.: that the surplus of 
ways and means for the year 1804, was 
1,192,116/.; reducing the amount of de- 
mands unprovided for on the sth Jana 
1805, to 625,748/;—the whole of which 
has been paid off or provided for in the pre. 
sent session. 

10. That on the sth January 1805, there 
were 3,375,488. in exchequer bills, charged 
upon the aids of 1804, to the discharge of 
which the aids of 1804 were insofficient; 
12,000,000/. charged on the aids of 1805; 
and 3,000.000/, payable in 1806, which are 
with the bank, and bear no interest in con- 
sideration of the renewal of the charter; 
making a total of exchequer bills anprovided 
for, of 18,375,488/.;— of which sum 
3 375,488/. has been paid off or provided 
for in the present session. —That the unfund- 
ed debt in navy bills was, on the sth January 
1805, 5,001,567/ 

11. That the variations in the state of the 
public debt between the sth January 1803 
and the sth January 1806, being three years 
of war, may be estimated as follow: ° 

The public funded debt of Great Britain 
unredeemed, which on the ist Feb. 1803 was 
will amount to 516,689,255/ 
after deducting 12,500,000/, for the opera- 
tion of the sinking tund during the current 
year; being an increase of capi- 
tal stockof - - £.36,116,779 

The public funded debt created 
in Great Britain for account of Ireland unre- 
deemed, which, on the ist Feb. 1803 was 
'21,224,585/ will amount to 35,562,904 
after 750,000/, for the operation 
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of the sinking fund during the current year; 
being an increase of capital stock 
The long annuities of Great 
Britain, which, on the rst February 1803, 
were 1,015,410/. will amount tor,047,494/. ; 
being an increase of annual 
chargeof - - - - 
The long annuities created in 
Great Britain for account of Ireland, which, 
on the 1st February 1803, were 9,791/. will 
amount to 91,207/,; being an 
increase of annual charge of = - 
~The unfunded debt in exche- 
quer bills, which, en the rst February 1803, 
was 9,827,400/, will amount to 
15,000,000/. being an increase of 5,172,600. 
The unfunded debt in navy 
bills, which, on the rst Feb.1803, 
was 3,105,048/. will amount to 
/§,001,567/, ; being an increase 
of = = 1,895.919- 
The funded debt created in 
Great Britain for account of the emperor of 
Germany unredeemed which, on the 1st. Feb, 
1803, was 7,127,496/, will be reduced to 
6,852,405/, afier deducting 1090,000/. for 
the operation of the sinking fund during the 
current year; being a diminution 
275,091 


of capital stock o 
The short anouitics of Great 
Britain, which, on the 1st February, were 
539,979/ will be reduced to 486,099/. ; 
ing a diminution of annual 
chargeef - + 
The outstanding demands un- 
provided for, which, on the ast February 
1803, were 764,061/, will be reduced to 
625,748/; being a diminution 
The sum applicable to the re- 
demption of debt,—which, on the rst Feb. 
1803 was, for the debt of Great Britain, 
5,834,986/.; for debt created in Great Bri 
tain for account of Ireland, 258,434/.; for 
debt created in Great Britain tor account ot 
the emperor of Germany, 47,947/.; making 
a total of 6,141,367/.;— will amount to 
7:599,172/, for the debt of Great Britain ; 
473,612. for the debt created in Great Bri- 
tain for account of Ireland ; 56,199/. tor the 
debt created in Great Britain for account ot 
the emperor of Germany ;—making a tota! 
_ Of 8,128,983/.; being an in- 
Greacof - - = 1,987,616. 
1z. That the annual charge 
On account of the public funded debt of 
Great Britain, after deducting the intercst 
and the charges of management on stock 
transferred to the commissioners for the re- 


32,084. 


81,416. 


53,880. 


duction of the national debt, for the redemp- 
tion of the land tax, was, on 
the 1s: Feb. 1803 - £.23,510 967; 
1st Feb, 1804 - 24,110,475 $ 
ist Feb, 1805 24,928,336:— 
And that a further charge has been incurred 
on account of the sums borrowed in the pre- 
sent session, and by s/. per cent. annuities 
subscribed into other funds, a- 
mounting to - 1,430,90I. 

13. That the sum annually 
applicable to the reduction of the national 
debt of Great Britain, in pursuance of the 
several acts relating thereto, was, on the 1st 
February 1803, 5,834,986/.; being about 
1/32" part of the unredeemed debt existing 
on that day; on the rst Febroary 1804, 
6,311,626; being about 1/77" part of the 
unredcemed debt existing on that day; on 
the ist February 1805, 6,835,625/. being 
abour 1/72" part of the unredeemed debt 
existing on that day. 

14. That the net produce of the perma- 
nent taxes, existing on the sth Jan. 1803, 
was 28.246,6814. including 1,957,340. for 
taxes imposed in the year 1502; on toe gth 
Jan.1$04, 30,75 4,724/. including 4,584,445/. 
for taxes imp sed in 1802; and, on the gtk 
of January 1805, 28,555,634 including 
76,689/. for the purchase of legal quays. 

15. That the net produce of the war 
taxes wis, in the year ending gth of April 


1804, 
Customs and Excise - 3,377 442 
Property Tax 363,877 

357414319 

1205,Customsand Excise 7,868.078 

roperty Tax = 3:919.108 
11,7°7,186 


16. That the official value of all imports 
into Great Britain, in the year ending the 
gth January 1803, was 31,442,318/.; and 
on an average of six years, ending the 5th 
January 1803, was 28.419,626/. 

Vhat the official value of all imports into 
Great Britain, in the year ending the gth 
January 1805. supposing the tnyports from 
ihe Kast Indies (of which no account has yet 
been made up) to be the same as in the pre- 
ceding year, was 30,342,047/. and on an 
average of six years, ending the sth January 
1805, was 29,996,7 

17. That the official value of British ma- 
nutactures, exported from Great Briain in 
the year ending gth January 1803, was 
1073 29/.; and om an, average of six 
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years, ending the sth of January 1803, was 
22,942 .800/. 

That che official value of British manu- 
aciures exported trom Great Britain in 
the year ending the sth of January 1805, 
was 23.934,2g1/.; and oa average of six 
years, ending the sth of January 1805, was 


. 


nd that the real value of British manu- 
factures, exported in the year ending sth of 
Jan. 1803, may be estimated at 48, ; 
and in the year ending the sth Jan. 1805, at 
42.349,642/, 
_ 18. That the official value of foreign mer- 
chandize exported from Great Britain in the 
year ending the sth January 1803, after de- 
ducting the excess arising from the valuation 
of coffee, was 14,4.18,837/. and on an ave- 
rage o' six years, ending the sth Jan. 1803, 
was 11,651,333. 
Tha the official value of foreign merchan- 


_ dize exported from Great Britain in the year 


ending the sth January 1803, after deduct- 
ing the excess ‘arising from the valuation of 
coffee, was 10,515,574/. and on an average 


_of six years, ending the sth January 1805, 


was 11,619,987/. 
1g. ‘That in the year.ending sth January 
1803, the number of British vessels entered 
inwards in Great Britain, was 13,622/. ; 
their tonnage 1,793.3335 and the number of 
men emploved in them 108,659 :—that the 
number of British vessels cleared outwa:ds, was 
13,012; their tonnage 1,625,966; and the 
number of men employed in them 102,427: 
‘Tha: in the year ending the gth Jan. 1803, 
the number of torrign vessels entered inwards 
in Great Britain, was 3,733; their tonnage 
480,241; and the nuntber of men employed 
in them 27,737 :—and that the number of 
foreign vessels cleared outwards was 3,352; 
their tonnage 461,823; and the number of 
men employed in them 26,749. 
20. That in the year ending the sth Jan. 
1805, the number of British ships entered 
inwards in Great Britain, was 10,508 ; their 
tonnage 1,395,387; and the number of men 
employed to navigate them bse! :—That 
the number of British ships cleared outwards, 
was 11,131; their tovnage 1,463,286; and 
the number of nien employed to navigate 
them 93.748 
‘Thavin the year ending th January 1805, 
the number of foreign ships entered inwards 
in Great Brisain, was 4,271 ; their tonnage 
607,299 ; ‘and the number of men employed 
in them 39,744 :—-That the number of fo- 
reign ship? cleared outwards, was 4,093 ; 
their tonnage 587,849 ; and the number of 
men employed jn them 30,507+ 


| proportion 
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21. That the number. of British shi 
built and registered in the several ports of 
the British empire, inthe years 

Ending- Number, Tonnage, 
5 Jan. 1803, was 1,281 137,508; 
5 Jan. ~ 1,402 135,349; 

an. 1805s 940 2,091, 
22. Phat the total to be 
Great Britain, within the year 1805, may be 
estimated as follows : 

Interest onpublic funded debt, 
charges of management, sinking =f, 
fund, onthe 5th Feb, 1805 24,928,336 

Interest, charges of manage- 
ment, &c. to be paid between 
the sth February 1805 and sth 
January 1806, on stock created 
by loans of the present session to 
the amount of 34,400,coo/. and 
on increase of stock by re-pay- 
ment of loyalty = - - 1,430,908 

Loterest on exchequer bills, the 
amount issued and bearing inte- 
rest exceeding 20,000,000/. 1,000,000 

Civil government of Scotland, * 
pensions on revenue, militia and 
deserters warrants, bounties tor 
promoting fisheries, &c. esti- 
mated to be the sane as in the 

ear ending the sth Jan. 180 0,336 
nagement of the revenue, esti- 
mated to be the same as in the 
year ending sth Jan. 180 - 2,135,176 

Great Britain, of the civil list 
and other charges on the consoli- 
dated fund of Great Britain (the 
charges on the consvlidated tund 
of Ireland, which is likewise a 
joint charge, being included 
in the supplies) 15/17'% of 
1,366,851/. - 1,206,045 

Supplies voted in 1805 &. 
for Great Brit. exclusively 4,534,000 

Supplies voted in1805— 
for Great Brita.n and Ire- 
land 
Navy - £,14,645,630 
Army - ~ 18,580,124 
Ordnince - 4,846,994 
Miscellaneous 1,619,781 
Foreign Subs. 5,500,000 


192,529 
Deduct the 


5,081,474 
88,111,055 


charge to be 
borne byIre- 
land, 2/17ths 42,645,055 
Interest forloanstothe Emp.ofGermany 497,5% 


Making in the whole the sum of £.174,773,3T1 


a 

4 


’ There has also been horrowed in Great Bri- 
tain, for the service of Ifeland, 4,000,000/. ; 
and 5,246,506/. will be levied parochially tor 
the maintenance of the poor, estimating the 
sum required for this purpose to be the same 
as was required in the year ending Easter 

03. 

ree ‘That the funds applicable to discharge 
the sum required fo be provided by Great 
Britain for the year 1805, may be ¢stimared 
asfollows 
The gross reeeipt of the 

ent revenue, hereditary fe- 
venue, Imperial monies repaid, 
(after deduc:ing the re-payment 
of over entries, drawbacks, &c.) 
estimated to produce the same - 

- ‘gs on an average of three years, 
ending sth January 1805 - ~ 34,065,512 

Estimated produce tothe sth 

January 1806, of the permanent 

taxes imposed in the present ses- 

sion = = 4,809,000 

‘Malt and persona] estates - 3,750,000 

Lottery, after deducting the 
proportion of Ireland - 


300,000 
far taxes, estimated to pro- 


duce tothe gth April 1806 ~ - 14,500,000 
Surplus of ways and means for 
the year 1804 = 


= 1,192,115 
20,000,000 


Loan 


£-74:009,627. 

There has likewise beena loan of 4,0c0,000/. 

for the service of Ireland; and 5,246,506/. 

will be levied parochially tor the maintenance 

of. the poor, estimating the sum required for 

this purpose to be the same as was required 
in the year ending Easter 1803. 


HOUSE OF LORD. $ 
Friday, Fuly 5. 
{[Minures. ] was heard at 
_ considerable length relative to the Scots’ 
- Appeal, James Carnpbell and others, v. John 
Mc Nair.—Mr. Alexander brought up a 
message from the Commons, stating, that 
they had received their Lordships’ ideange, 
desiring, that a copy of the evidence upon 
which they had passed a Bill for settling 
and securing an anndity on John, now Duke 
of Atholl, &c, and the Heirs general of the 
Seventh Earl of Derby; but, conceiving, 
‘that it had been the practice of that house not 
to communicate the evidence upon which 
they passed Bills of that kind to the House 
of Lords; they think this notification ‘a 
sufficient answer’ at this time to their Lord- 
ships’ message.—A few bills were afterwards 
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brought up by Mr. Alexander, which were 
read a first time:—The Bishop of St. Asaph 
presented a petition from certain persons 
against particular clauses in the Camberwell 

ater Works bill; as did Lord Walsingham | 
one from certain other persons im favour of the 
measures, both which peticions were referred 
to the committe on the bill.—The bills upon 
the table were forwarded in their several — 
stages.—On the motion of lord Hawkesbury, 
the committee upon the Custom House Fees 
Regulation bill was postponed until this day 
three months. The bill is of course lost for 
the session.—Mr. Plomer was heard in the 
committee, upon the Smuggling Prevention 
bill, as counsel for the Jersey and Guernsey 
petitioners against the bill. ‘The further 
hearing of counsel was deferred till to mor.’ 
row.—Trotter’s Indemnity bill, the Irish 
Sugar Drawback Duties, the Paper Duty 


_| bill, the Irish Spirits Warehousing, and the 


Plate Glass Duty bills, and several others, 
were received from the Commons, and seve- 
tally read a first time. On the occasion of 
the reading of Trotter’s Indemnity bill, the 
Lord Chancellor observed that the bill wag 
of that nature as required the most seriows 
consideration of the house, and that it wag. 
necessary they should have information as _ 
to the grounds upon which such a bill pro. 
ceeded, before they could think of passing it. 
{Case op Coronet Cocurane Joun- 
stone.] The Earl of rose and spuke 
as follows.——My lords; I cannot allow the 
present session of parliament to close without 
calling the attention of this house to a sub- 
ject immediately connected with the honour 
ot the profession to which I belong, and 
which, trom its great importance, has of 
late engaged much of the public attention, 
I allude to the recent case of the honours 
able Mr. Cochrane Johnstone, who accord- 
ing to the information I have received, was 
on a mere rumour of intended accusation, 
passed over in a general brevet promotion, 
when as a colonel in the army, he was enti- 
tled to the rank of major general; and who 
having since been brought to trial on charges 
by an inferior officer, and -honourably acquit- 
ted by a general court martial, has been 
driven to the necessity, in consequence of 
his rank being still withheld, of quitting tne 
army. - If my information thus far 1s correct, 
I believe every noble. lord who hears me will 
be of opinion, that the respectable officer, to 
whom I have alluded, has suffered injustice, 
and that the interest of ‘his majesty’s service 
concurs with the claims of the party injured, 
in demanding redress.—I have turther to” 


state to your lordship, that.1 understand the 
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act of apparent injustice complained of, was 
one Of an assumed power by the Judge Ad- 
vocate General, which the constitution of 
England does not recognize, and which is 
sanctioned by ro precedent or practice unless 
of a very recent-date. Your lordships know 
that his majesty is invested wih competert 
anthority to dismiss any cfficer from his 
service, without a court-martial; and, I 
should be the last man in his dominions to 
question the legality ot such exercise of the 
royal prerogative. But your lordships also 
well know, that in no case is it understood 
that this right of the crown can be exerted 
wantonly, cepriciously, or oppressively ; and, 
therefore, where any instance of this nature 
occurs, substantial justice requires that there 


‘should be an accredited adviser of the crown. 


be substantiated. 


responsible for the consequences. But the 
constitution knows no such adviser of the 
crown, as the judge advocate, upon whom 
such responsibility attaches. And, I believe, 
it will be found thar, till within a very short 
time past, the sentences of courts martial 
were communicated to his majesty, exclu- 
sively, by the secretary at war, who is a 
responsible officer.—I refrain from going 
more at length into the circumstances of the 
case. I have mentioned, my chief source 
of information at present, being public report 
alone. But, I can state precisely to your 
lordships what came under my personal ob- 
servation, at a general court martial where I 
was a material evidence. I mean the case ot 
major general Burton, the circumstances of 
which were extremely remarkable, ‘The 
prominent features were these. On the 
first day of the trial, after examining 
whatever evidence the prosecutor couid 
produce, the accusation was perceived not 
The proof in sup- 
rt of the prosecution was closed. And 
ad the court then proceeded to give their 
decision, the prisoner must have been acquit- 
ted. lam safe in venturing to add, that the 
wishes of the honourable members were, that 
such had been the event. On the day fol: 
Jowing, by the advice of the judge advocate, 
fresh evidence was produced, consisting of a 
Jetrer written by general Burton to the com- 
mander in chief in. externuation of his con 
duct, and containing a fair and manly ac- 
knowledgment of the charge. With respect 
to such a mode of obtaining such an evi- 
dence, such an application of a private letter, 
I shall make no observation. I have simply 
mentioned the fact upon the ground of the 
charge being proved by the letter under the 
prisoner’s own hand, the court martial pro- 


nounced their sentenge, adjudging general 
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Burton to be cashiered. But, in consequence 
of the many illustrious and honourable test. 
monies borne to general Burton’s highly meri. 
torious military conduct, and to the esteemed 
worth and amiable virtues of his private 
character through life, the court martial 
transmitted so strong a recommendation tg 
the clemency of that character, whose be. 
nignity even outshines the splendour of hig 
rink, that though the sentence of the court 
was approved of as conformable to law, 
general Burton was immediately reinstated 
in his rank in the army, as well as in the 
command he held previous to his trial.—My 
lords, I have thought it proper to state ge, 
nerally, this singular case which occurred 
only a short time prior to that of colonel 


Cochrane Johnstone, which has been distin. 


guished by the stil! sore alarming circume 
stances in the conduct of the judge advocate 
that now induces me to address your_lordships 
with relation to what I must consider asa great 


constitutional question, ‘I hislast case,fromall 


I have heard, demonstrates of what vast ime 
ortance it is to the stare, and to the service 
in particular, that the powers of courts. mat. 
tial, as well as the authority and duties of 
every officer concerned in their proceedings, 
should be clearly marked and defined. ‘The 
importance of the subject indeed is such, that 
I trast his majesty’s mipisters.will consider 
it as meriting their most serious attention, 
and their consideration of the best means of 
applying an effectual remedy to the abuse 
which appears to have crept of late years 
into the judge advocate’s department, Should 
they not be inclined to bring forward the 
business, I certainly shall, and at an early 
period of the ensuing session of parliament, 
The object of the motion which, in that 
case, I shall have the honour of submitting 
to this house, will be two-told: 1st. To 
vindicate the rights of parties, tried by 
courts-martial, more particularly the just and 
undoubted claim of right vested in colonel 
Johnstone, by virtue of the decision of his 
court-martial, under the existing military 
laws; 2dly. ‘To define the constitutional 
establishment of courts-martial, and to regu- 
late and ascertain the legal effect of their de- 
cisions in future. 
[Duke or Crarm.—The 


| Lord Chancellor called the attention of their 
He 


lordships to the above proceeding. 
scribed the nature of the bill to which it 
referred, and the import of the message sent 


‘by the commons, which was, thar they con- 


ceived it was not the practice or the usage of 
parliament to communicate the evidence 
upon which they passed bills of the kind. 


(164. 
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The best mode which, at the moment, pre- 
ted itself for forining an opinion upon the 
int, was analogy. In that point of view, 

it was in their lordships’ recollection, that no 

Jater than ten days ago, when a bill was 

sent up to indemnify two ‘persons, one 


~ member of their lordships’ house, for apply- 


ing naval money to purposes not naval; a 
bil clearly relating to public monies—that 


the commons, on being required, thought 


r to tfansmit the evidence without any 
objection, and this furnished a precedent of 
not ten days old, The proceedings relative 
tothe bill of 1786, vesting certain monies 
in commissioners for the reduction of the 
national debt, was also worthy of considera 
tion, A message was then sent to know 
upon what information the commons had 

ed the bill? upon which they sent an 
answer to their lordships, importing, that 


-they conceived it was not the praciice of 


parliament that they should communicate 
upon what information they passed the bills, 
except where such information related to 
facts stated in such bills. This was, he 


- thought, a pretty strong consideration, and 


was analogous to the case in question, where 
the evidence required related to facts set 
forth in the bill itself. He deemed it his 
duty to call the attention of .the house to 
these points. He should, however, make 
farther enquiries upon the subject, and give 
it the best consideration he was able; and, 
did he feel it necessary, he should again call 
their lordships’ artention to the subject, 

The Duke of Norfolk expressed his satis- 
faction at this subject having been taken up 
by the noble and learned lord. He adverred 
to the late period of the session at which 
the bill was passed in the commons, and 
sent up to that house. - Vader such -circum- 
stances, he was surprised at the refusal to 
communicate the evidence required, and 
advised that the biil should be postponed 
till next session, 

The Duke of Montrose said, the subject of 
‘the bill had been agitated in the commons 
80 early as March or April, though the bill 
itself was so lately seni up to their Lordships, 
‘Tt ceriainly was the wish of those 
‘thought the bill ought to pass, chat the 
‘discussion should take place during the pre- 
Sent session, 

Lord Halland thought the more dignified 


mode of proceeding would have been for 


‘their lordships to have examined evidence 
Telative to this subject at their own bar, in- 
stead of sending to the com nons for evidence. 
Hawkesbury thought the now 
under consideration, related more to the 


privileges of the house, than to the bill in’ 
question. The evidence required clearly 
relared to facts alledged in the preamble; 
and it appeared to be the practice of parlia- 
ment, that such evidence should be commu- 
nicated, Whether it might be deemed proper: 
to pass by the present proceeding, sab silens 
tio, of to ground any proceeding upon it, 
would be matter for future consideration, 

The Lord Chancellor explained, that he 

felt it his duty. to call their lordships’ atten- 
tion tg the points alluded 10; He agreed 
with a noble baron that it would be more 
consistent with the dignity of the house, to 
hear evidence at their bar, With re.’ 
spect to the measure itself, whether the evi- 
dence would or would not be sufficient to 
induce the house to pass the bill, he could 
not pretend. to say; but, it was necessar 
that the facts alledged in the bill should be 
proved, and then it would be for the house 
to decide, whether such were sufficient 
grounds upon which to enact the bill. 
The Marquis of Buckingham, after a few 
prefatory observations, presented a Petition 
from the Agents of the House of Keys, in 
the Ise of Man, against the Duke of Acholl’s 
Annuity bill, and praying to be heard by 
their counsel. 

The Lord Chancelbr shortly observed, that 
with respect to the grounds stated for the 
hearing of counsel, it would be matter for 
future consideration, He had no objection 
to the petition lying on the table; whiclr 
proceeding, after a few words from the no- 
ble marquis, accordingly took place. 

The karl of Radner moved, that the mes- 
sage from the house of commons be taken 
into consideration on Monday, and their 
lordships summoned for that day. Order 
ed.— Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, July 

{Mrnutes.}] Mr. Dennis from the Com- 
missioners of Excise, presented accousts of 
balances remaining in the hands of the Re- 
ceiver General of Excise, at various periods 
from the sth of Jan. 1793, to sth April last 
inclusive. Ordered to. be printed.—Mr, 
Staveley from the Post-office, presented an 
account of balances in the hands of the Re- 
ceiver General of the Post-office, which was 
ordered to be printed. —On the motion of 
Mr. Vansittart, the Committee on the Trish 
Revenue Jurisdiction bill, and the further 
consiteration of the report of the Commirtee 
on the Trish Port ‘Dury bill, were postponed 
(9 this day three months.— Mr. Ormsby 


brought up the report of the Com-nities on 
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the Petition from Collyer and others, Free- 
holders of Middlesex, praying for compen- 


sation. for loss of time in the Com- 
0. 


mittce‘on the contested election for Middle. 
sex. Ordered to be taken into consideration 
on Monday.—A message from the lords inti- 
mated their lordships’ concurrence in the bill 
for purchasing ground in Palace Yard, the 
Dublin Harbour Improvement bill, the Mi- 
litia Officers bill, and the Corn Import and 
Export P.egulation bill—Mr. Fowler from 
the Tax-office, presented an account of the 
expences incurred for Officers and Commis- 
sioners under the Act for the Redemption of 
the Land Tax, from 5th Jan. 1804 to sth 
Jan. 1805.—On the motion of Mr. Vansit- 
tart, the Irish Distillery bill, the Irish Paper 
Daty bill, and: the Irish Hearth Duty bill, 
were read a third time and passed. —- 
Trorter’s Inpemnity Bitt.] Mr. 
Whitbread moved the further consideration of 
the third reading of this bill; which being 
accordingly read a third time, 
Sir William Elford rose to propose his pro- 
mised ameud ment to the preamble, which he 
now preferred to any emendatory clause. 
His object was to put those persons who 
should give evidence on Viscount Melville’s 


* Impeachment, into a situation free from any 


apprehensions they might otherwise entertain. 
It would tend to obtain the ends of substan. 
tial justice, and greatly to shorten the pro- 
ceedings; as at present. there was so great a 
difference between lawyers of. eminence, re- 
specting the obligation of a witness to -give 
evidence against himself, that on the trial, 
it must be productive of long and frequent 
discussions between the counsel on both sides, 
The purport of his amendment was, that af- 
ter the words ‘* indemnified for any public 
acts,” should be inserted the words ‘* and 
against any public money he may have ap- 
ge contrary to law, during the time that 

iscount Melville was Treasurer of the 
Navy.” 

Lord Henry Petty said, that he did not rise 
to offer objections to any measure which pro- 


_ fessed to be calculated for obtaining the ends 


of substantial justice, though it could not be 
denied, that in this, the house was pea, 
sacrifice of very material igportance. He 
owned, that there was a considerable diffe- 
rence in the opinion of lawyers, as the hon. 

nt. had stated; but by all that he could 
os of the subject, the preponderance was 
greatly in favour of a different construction 
from that given to the law by Mr. Dancey. 
It was certainly a question upon which the 


~ house ought nat hastily to decide; and he 


therefore wished for she introduction of some 
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words, purporting that this indulgence wag. 


granted from the necessity of rie case, lest jt, 
should hereafter be construed into the formal, 
recognition of a principle. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer pointed out, 
from the wording of the preamble, that the 
amendments proposed were entirely consistent 
with the spirit of the bill jrself. There were 
two things which the bill wished to provide 
for ;—1st. That such answers as might be 
given which would criminate the witness 
should not expcse him to any prosecution, 
The second consideration was, that the wit. 
nesses should give their evidetice (whether in, 
crimination of exculpation) unembarrassed, 
and free from personal apprehensions. He 
thought the amendments proposed were es. 
sentially necessary for the obtaining both 
those objects. 

Mr, Giles agreed perfectly with what had 
fallen from a noble friend of his (lord H, 
Petty), that although it might be proper to 
grant a complete indemnity in the present in. 
stance, yet that the house should not recogs 
nize it as a precedent to govern other cases 
which might be somewhat similar, and yet 
differing in other respects. 

Mr. Sturges Bourne made a few observas 
tions in support of the amendment.—On 
the Speaker's putting the question that the. 
bill as amended do pass, 

Lord De Blaquiere rose. He said he had 
waited in the humble distance which became 
him, to see whether an object in the bill, 
which struck him to be of much importance, 
might not be taken up by some person more 
competent than himself: that time, however, 
was passed ; and he relied on the wonted kind- 
ness of the house to indulge him for a few 
minutes in what he wished tosay. Certainly 
he meant not, in this last stage of the bill, 
to encounter that doctrine which the house — 
seemed to warrant,—that of acquitting the 
principal, in order to punish the accessary. 
Much less did he mean, at such a moment, | 
to enquire how far it would be consistent 
with the dignity and character of the house 
to avail itself of any expressions which might 


have dropped from Jord Melville when making 


his defence at their bar; how far it could be 
for the honour of parliament, or consistent 
with the liberal feelings of the hon, membef 
who conducted the business, to found upon 
such grounds a distinct arvicle of impeach- 
ment against that unfortenate lord, when, a9 
was forcibly and eloquently said yesterday by 
an hon. friend of his (Mr. Alexander), every 
thing which tended to his justification was - 

passed by without a note, and every word 
which made against him recorded,—The 


a= 
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noble lord said, that, notwithstanding all 
the amendments made in the bill, there re- 
mained something atrached to Mr, Trotter, 
which left him not a free man. The bill 
went to deprive of the benefit of indemnity 
fot only any person who should give false 
evidencé, but any who shall suppress or re- 
hi, fully, fairly, and truly, to disclose all 
dnd every transaction to which he may be 
privy, touching the conduct of lord Mel- 
ville, And who was to be the judge whe- 
ther Mr. Trotter does, or does sot reveal 
and disclose fully and fairly ali he may 
know? God, the Searcher of hearts, may 
do it; but it belongs not to me, said the 
noble lord, of to the hon. member. And 
was it not very possible that a weak and ti- 
mid mind, such as that of Mr. Trotter was 
tepresented to be, might nor recollect and 
recisely state, On One examination, the same 
His in the manner to bear the same con- 
struction as he had stated them at another 
time, and yet the least prevarication, how- 
ever unintentional, might expose him to the 
Joss of the indemnities proffered. Mr. Trot- 
ter was said to be a man very weak and nerv- 
ous, and that he had exhibited the strongest 
proofs of it before the committee, where he 
appeared much terrified. Put it otherwise, 


said the noble lord; suppose that, with a! 
length of quiet time, Mr. Trotter should, 
recollect many circumstances which tended | 
to justify lord Melville’s conduct, and which | 
he had not stated yet; would it not be more 
than possible that the apprehensions he would 
be under might at least very much embarras 
him in giving his testimony, for the proviso | 


to'which the noble lord alluded left not Mr, | 
Trotter a free man, As for himself, he was | 
neither ashamed nor afraid to profess his own | 


opinion, that, when all this business against 
lord Melville should have been gone through, 
he entertained she most sanguine expectations 
the result would be, that lord Melville, at 
this very hour, had more than sufliciently 
suffered for all his neglects, and all his de- 
linguencies, and if it was not high treason 
against the house so to say, he thought lord 

elville had met with hard measure. Of 
the honour and integrity of the hon. member 
who brought this business forward, however 
highly be might think, still he had but a very 

ender opinion of his moderation. Lord De 
zruers was then proposing his amendment, 
when 

_ The Speaker rose and said, that if the noble 
Jord had any objections to the general prin- 
ciple of the bill, he might state them, but 
that it was now too late to propose any a- 
mendments, 
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Lord De Blaguiere said, he trusted the bill 
would yet be altered before it passed into a 
law, and that Mr, Trotter would not be left 
in that desperate predicament which gave him 
an interest in the conviction of his friend. 

Mr. Whitbread, in answer. to the observa- 
tions of the noble lord, said, that Mr. Trot- 
ter would be sworn to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and 
if he failed to comply with the obligation of 
his oath on these grounds, surely it would 
not be argued, that he had any claim to the 
indemnities proposed by this bill, If Mr. 
Trotter could, in the course of the summer, 
recollect any circumstance by which he might 
add to, or correct his evidence, before the 
impeachment should be closed, either in’sup- 
port of the accusation, or in favour of lord 
Melville, he would be at liberty to amend 
that evidence, by stating such circumstances, 
All his object in the case was substantial jus- 
tice, and the whole truth, and surely it was 
but right for the house to retain this hold 
upon his veracity, that if he concealed any 
part of the truth, he forfeited his claim to 
the indemnity. 

Mr. Fobustone said, that however painful 
it was to him to differ from his hon, friend 
by whom the bill was introduced, hé must 
declare his disapprobation of it, as proceed- 
ing on a principle of justice of which he 
could by no means admit. There was but a 
single precedent, that of lord Macclesfield, 
that bore any semblance to this case, and that 
he thought by no means bore upon it in every 
part, for this reason, that though the masters 
in chancery and lord Macclesfield were par- - 
ticipators in the same crime, yet that the 
guile of the mast-rs in chancery was infi- 
nitely Jess than that of lord Macclesfield, 
whereas in the present instance, although the 
moral guilt of lord Melville certainly prepon- 
derated, yet, that on the question of partici- 
pation, (which was that to be submitted to 
the decision of the lords) he was only an ac- 
cessary. In his opinion it would be always 
better to let a criminal escape without pu- 
nishment, than to adopt legislative provisions 
for the express purpose of bringing down pu- 
nishment uvon hiry.—The bill was then pase 
sed, and Mr. Whitbread was ordered to carry 
it to the tords for their concurrence. 

[Sournern WHate Fisuery 
On the order of the day for the third reading 
of this bill, - 

Lord Brooke rose to move a clause, by way 
of rider, proposing to exempt from the Alien 
Dutv five other ships, which sailed from 
Milford Haven, and were freighted with 
oil for that marker, provided they should ar- 
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rive before the 3 ist of December; these, in 
addition to five other ships already exempted 
by the bill from that ey amounting to 
about 22,cocl, provided they arrived within 
a given period, 

Mr. Rose decidedly opposed the clause, as 
claiming an indulgence detrimental to the 
revenue in favour of persons who were by no 
means entitled to such an indulgence upon 
any ground. He explained the nature of 
this claim. It had been thought expedient 
about nine years since, to give encourage- 
ment to forty families to settle at Milford 
Haven, on the condition of their fitting out 
ships in the fishery, and instructing our sea- 
men in their skill for taking such fish; and 
the consequence was, that, instead of com- 
plying with the conditions to which they had 
pledged themselves, instead of fitting out 
ships in the fishery, and improving our sailors 
in the art, and extending thereby our great 
nursery for seamen, the business had dwin- 
dled down to the exertions of a single family, 
who amassed a considerable fortune by it, and 
instead of fitging out ships for the fishery, 
they purchased the whale oil from the Ame- 
rican fishermen, in American ports, and iin- 

rted it into England as the produce of the 
British fisheries, and thereby eluded the 
alien duties, which were the principal bar- 
_ riers for the encouragement and protection 
of the British fisheries, the rapid improve- 
ments of which, within the last few years, 
were owing, not at all to those settlers, bur 
entirely to the spirit of our own merchants, 
and the skill and adventure of our own sea- 
men; against whose interests and encourage- 
ment it was now proposed, by another ex- 
emptior of five ships’ cargoes from the alien 
duty, to throw 25 ocol. into the pocket of 
a single family. ite therefore decidedly op. 
posed the clause. 

_ Sir Charles Price also opposed the clause 
upon the same ground. He observed, that 
the claimant, whose name was Roche, was 
_ forced to fly from France in the tyranny of 
Robespierre, and was encouraged, upon the 
conditions mentioned by the right hon. gent. 
to settle in this country. He had also ad- 
ventured in America ; so that he was a whaler 
of each country, and now wanted to claim 
exemption from the alien duties in favour 
of cargoes not procured by promoting the 
British fishery, and the important naval ob- 
jects therewith connected, but purchased in 
American ports, from. American whalers, at 
a moderate price, and brought into British 
ports, exempt from the alien duties, and 
to be sold at double the original cost. The 
more oil could be brought iato this country 
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by any and all means, Iegal and illegal, 
the more advantageous would it be to him 
in the line of his trade; but he could nog 
so far desert the rights of British seamen 
and British merchants in their own marker, 
as to suffer the produce of foreign fisheries 
to enter their ports upon equal, terms, and 
reap the advantages due to them from their 
country.— The question being put, the clause 
was rejected ; and the bill was read the third 
time, passed, and ordered to the lordy— . 
Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Saturday, Fuly 6. 

[Mrnures.]—The house resolved into 
a committee on the Smuggling Prevention 
bill, lord Walsingham in the chair, Mr, 
Adam was heard at considerable length, as 
second counsel, on behalf of the peti. 
tioners in the islands of Guernsey and Jersey, 
against certain clauses in the bill. - After 
the learned counsel had concluded, a short 
conversation took place between lord Hol- 
land and the lord Chancellor, relative to 
the clauses in question. The former peer 
thinking the points they involved of so 
much importance, as to require the atten. 
dance of the judges, when the bill should be 
next taken into consideration, which wag 
proposed to be on Monday. To this pro- 
ceeding the lord Chancellor objected: at 
the same time he admitted the importance of 
the points adverted to, cicher as they respec. 
ted execative and legislative power, relative 
to the islands in question; if, by the law 
and constitution of the country, no such 
right existed, or, on the other hand, the 
abandonment of the exercise of the right of 
it did exist; upon these points, he meant 
then to offer no opinion: future opportuni. 
ties would arise in the subsequent stages of 
the bill; as also for the discussion of the 
clauses objected to. Lord Holland wished 
the question to be put upon his proposition for 
the attendance of the judges on Monday, 
which was accordingly done; it was nega 
tived; but the result was, that the farther 
consideration of the bill, in a committee, 
was fixed for Monday.—The bills upon the 
table were forwarded in their respective 
stages. Among these, the Irish Revenue 
Regulation bill, the Irish Assessed Taxes, 
the Sugar Duties Drawback, the Public Ac- 
countants, the Irish Spirits Warehousing, 
Irish Linen Duties Drawback, the Plate 
Glass Duties, were severally read a second 
time, and ordered t be committed.—The _ 
Dublin Paving, Lighting, and bea | 
bill, went through a committee of the whol 
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house, teceived some amendments, and was 
ordered to be reported on Monday.—Lord 
Mulgrave, by command of His Majesty, pre- 
sented a Copy of the proceedings in the 
Privy Council, &c. on the Petition of John 
Duke of Atholl, which, on the motion of 
the Lord Chancellor, was ordered to be 
printed. — Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, Fuly 8. 


(Duxe or Arnott’s CLaim.|—The 
Marquis of Buckingham moved for an account 


of the revenue and expenditure of the island 


of Man from 1798 to 1805, which was ac- 
cordingly ordered. : 
Lord Elkenborough rose to move, that certain 
sapers laid on the table relative to the duke. 
of Atholl’s Claim bill, be printed. He 
thought it extremely improper that their 


‘Jordships should proceed to the consideration 


of a subject of so much importance, before 
they had time to peruse che papers which had 
been produced to assist them in forming a 
proper judgment on the measure. He con. 
sidered it altogether indecent, that one noble 
lord should be compelled to look over the 
shoulder of another, in order to glean a little 
information from the papers. He therefore 
trusted, that, after the papers were printed for 
the use of the house, sufficient time wou!d 
be afforded for their consideration. The 
papers were ordered to he printed, 

The Earl of Westmsrland moved that the 
order of the day be read. 

*~ Lord Holland rose to move, that the.order 
of the day be not proceeded on, ; 

Lord Mulgrave spoke to ordeg, and said, 
it was not competent for the noble lord to 
move that the order of the day should not be 
proceeded on. 

Lord Holland insisted that he was in order. 
He meant to oppose the second reading of 
the duke of Athuli’s bill, and.it was compe- 
tent for any noble lord to oppose an order for 
proceeding with a particular bill. 

The Lord Chancellor said, that when the 
otder of the day for summoning the peers 
should be read, the regular course world 
then be for a noble earl to move the second 
reading of the bill. It would then be com- 
petent for any other noble lord to move, that 
instead of now, the bill be read at some fu, 
lure time. 

Lord +”cstmorland then rose to move the 
second reading of the bill, but was inter- 
rupted by 
The Marquis of Buckingkam, who obser- 
ved, hat as this bill proposed to grant a 
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sum out of the consolidated fund, it was ne- 
cessary it should have the recommendation 
ae his majesty before the house could enter~ 
tain it. 

Lord Hawkesbury stated, that so far as the 
interests of the crown were concerned, his 
majesty was willing that the bill should pro- 
ceed, 

The Earl of Westmorland at length entered 
upon his speech. His lordship began by 
s'ating the grants of the sovereignty of the 
Isle of Man, made to the family of Staaley, 
earl of Derby, and which from thence de- 
scended to the duke of Atholl. He ob- 
served, that the consent of the duke of 
Atholl had been obtained to the sale of 
his rights, under an apprehension that — 
he was compelled to surrender them, and- 
that the bill by which that sale was sanction- 
ed had been hastily passed. He con- 
tended that the full sovereignty of the island 
vested in those who inherited from the ori- 
ginal grantee, as apprared by ancient constitu- 
tions of the island, and by the decision of the 
courtof Chancery here, which wassubsequent- 
ly recognised by parliament in the reign of 
Elizabeth, at which period an act passed to 
render the island unalienable from che family. 
The terms, however, used in these acts, as 
well as in the original grant relative to the | 
island, clearly proved that the full sover- 
cignty was vested in those who inherited the 
island under that grant. So well was this 
understood, that ho attempt was made in the 
parliament oF England to legislate for the 
internal regulation of the Isle of Man. There 
were only four or five acts by which the Isle 
of Man was aff-cted previous to 1765, and 
these exceptions only served to prove the 
general rule, It was since that the Isle 
had been placed in the See of York; but no 
one would deny in this case the power of the 
king, as the head of the church. ‘The acts 
chiefly related to the intercourse between 
England and the Isle of Man, except in one or 
two instances, establishing certain regulations | 
which, however, had never been acted upon. 
A revenue was derived to the lord of Man 
from the customs which he held independent 
of the house of Keys. Hedid not deny that’ 
smuggling had been carried on to a great 
extent between England and the Isle 
of Man; but this was not the fault of 
the lords of the Isle, neither did they 
participate in the profits, It was, however, 
in consequence of this, that a plan was in 
agitation in the: reign of George the First, 
tor the purchase of the island from the then 
lord; and aa act was passed in the 12th of 
George I. authorizing th parties to contract 
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for the sale of the island. Nothing was 
done after this until the year 1765, when a 
oe ig was made to the late duke of Atholl 
y Mr. Grenville, the then minister, for the 
purchase of the island. His lordship read 
several parts of the correspondence which 
took place, to prove that the duke and 
~ duchess of Atholl were averse to the sale of 
the island, and that they only at length 
agreed to it in consequence of a fear that, if 
they did not, their rights would be nearly 
annihilated without any compensation, by a 
bill which was then in contemplation. Thus 
circumstanced they reluctantly consented, 
and named 70,000]. as the price ef their 
sovereignty and revenue, that being the sum 
which it was understood the minister would 
give and no more. It was remarkable, how- 
ever, that in the bill which sanctioned and 
authorized the treaty thus made, it did not 
appear that the duchess had consented to a 
form which was certainly required, neither 
was any tru:tee named for the infant, nuw 
duke of Atholl. It was true that a pension 
of 2000]. per annum was granted to the duke 
and duchess of Atholl for their lives, but 
no provision whatever was made for the in- 
fant. ‘The compensation thus granted, and 
thus reluctantly consented to on the part of 
the duke and duchess of Atholl, was, he 
contended, inadequate’ to the rights and 
revenues sold. It'was not merely a revenue 
arising from the customs of the island that 
was sold, but all the sovereign rights, which 
included, as one source of revenue to which 
the lord of Man was enti‘led, an ox from 
every quarter-land on the island, which 
quarter-lands amounted to 7co, and migh: 
be reckoned as worth 7,5col. per annun. 
This, added to other resources, made up, 
he contended, a revenue of 10,0001. per 
annum, for which the duke and duchess only 
received 70,0001. without including the, 
sovereignty and royalties of the island, 
Upon these grourds he conrended, that the 
compensation was gicatly inedequate to the 
value of what was granted, and he trusted 
their lordships would consent to the present: 
bill, for the purpose, in some measure, of 
repairing the injustice which the duke of 
Atholl bad suffered. He trusted that he! 
should not be opposed on this occasion by: 
generalities which did not apply, instead or 
specialities which did. A cry had been 
raised against this bill, which reminded him 
of the story of the quaker and his dog; the 
former sent forth a cry of ‘* mad dog !” and 
the poor animal was in consequence destroyed 
without any trial; just so a patriot, at a Joss 
for arguments in opposition to a measure, | 
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found it an easy way of opposing it to set up’ 
a cry of ‘ job,” which had the effect of 
drawing into the focus of such an opposition 
those who had not the ability to investigate 
the subject, or the firmness to act in ‘contra 
diction to the cry of the mob. He thought 
there.could be no solid objection to do ig 
in this case what was merely an act of justice, 
and as to the want of information, every 
nuble lord who had been a member of ths 
privy council, must be perfectly acquainted 
with the subject. Upon all these considera. 
tions he submitted to their lordships the 
second reading of the bill, and he trusted 
that it would not now be opposed, as there 
would be other stages in which that oppo. 
sition could be made, 

Lord Ellenbsrough rose and spoke as fol- 
lows: My Lords, the noble lord has said, 
in answer to a request for further time to 
consider the papers before the house, that all 
those noble lords who have been members of 
his majesty’s privy council must be thorough. 
ly acquainted with the circumstances of the 
case. 1 have the honcur to be a member of 
his majesty’s privy council, and I cercainly 
do know the former proceedings of the coun. 
cil relative to this subject ; but with respect 
to the latter proceedings, I am wholly igno. 
rant, and therefore I ask for information, in 
common with other noble lords, and for time 
to consider the papers before the house. My 
lords, when I look at the papers just now 
printed and so reeking from the press that I 
cannot open them without endangering my 
health—when I look at a folio volume of 140 
pages presented: this day by the noble eail, 
and which we have not. had a moment’s 
time allowed us even to lock into, I cannot 
but enter my soleinn protest against proceed- 
ing in this bill under such circumstances, 
against a proceeding which could only be 
sanctioned by parliarrent in the worst and 
most corrupt times. 1 do not asi for a long 
delay ; but I hope that noble lords will con- 
sult their own dignity and the public opinion, 
by granting a short ‘time for the considera- 
tion of the papers relative to this subject, to ’ 
which we ought to turn our attention, I 
pause, in order that some answer may be 
given to this proposal. (His lordship sat 
down for a few moments, but no answer was 
given), ‘Then I am to understand, my lords, 
that it is your intention to proceed in this 
bill to-night. . 1 lament that such should be 
your determination, but as it is, I will ea- 
deavour, with the imperfect information 
which I have, to put your lordships in pos 
session of niy sentiments upon the subject 
It is not a little remarkable that in the firtt 
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three sentences of the preamble of this bill 
three falsehoods occor, It is stated in the 
first, that the Isle of Man was granted in 
sovereignty by the king of England. It is 
po such thing. The noble earl has laid great 
stress upon the sovereignty, but the sove- 
seignty was not granted. The island was 
held in petty serjeanty, by the presentation 
of two falcons to the king at his coronation; 
but as to the sovereignty, it was out of the 

estion, ‘The lord of Man had his superi- 
otity and his regalities, and so have many 
noble lords near me regalities in their msnors, 
but as to sovereignty, it is quite a different 
thing, and no definition of sovereignty will 
reach the case of the lord of Man. Yet this 
term of sovereignty is repeated in the two 
next sentences, and * like a tall bully lifts 
his head—”’ I will not finish the line. When 
the noble lord talks of acts of parliament not 
binding the Isle of Man, I am astonished at 
the puerility of the argument ; if acts of par- 
liament cannot bind the isle of Man, thefi 
the act passed in 1765, for the purchase ot 
the isle, is a nullity ; and if it isnor, if that 
could bind the Isle of Man then, a hundred 
‘acts may be equally binding. As to the Isle 
of Man not being mentioned in ac's of par- 
liament, we know it isa mere form, being 
out of the ambit of the British seas; if it is 
flot mentioned in an act of parliament, such 
act cannot, in its operation, be construct- 
ively extended to it, but this amounts to 
nothing with respect to the general principle. 
We have been told by the noble Jord, that 
the compensation given to the late duke of 

tholl was inadequate. I paid atten- 
tion to the subject when it was formerly 
agitated, and I could not discover the slight- 
est foundation for any fair claim on the part 
of the duke of Atholl to any further compen. 
sation. ‘Ihe late duke named his own sum, 
although it appears that by som: means or 
other he got at the knowledge of what the 
then ministers would give at the utmost, and 
the sum which was then given, in my mind, 
was a full and ample cumpensation for the 
tights and revenue surrendered. The net 
feveriue, of which so. much has been said, 
does not appear to me, from the accounts 
which I have inspected, to have amounted to 
more than 800/, per annum. Taking th’s 
at thirty years purchase, which is a fair 
for land, and. still more for revenue, 
iable to harrasing litigations, the sum would 
amount to 24,0004, here would then re- 
main 46,000/, tor the purchase of the sove- 
reignty as it is called. or as I would call it, 
the superiority of the Isle of Man, and surely 
this must be considered as a full and ample 
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consideration for every thing of that natere 
that was capable of being transferred. Not 
content with this, however, the late duke 
solicited a boon in addition, that was granted 
to him in the shape of a pension, of 2,000/. 
per annum, to that nobleman and the duchesg 
of Atholl. . The latter still enjoys that pen- 
sion, and I hope will long continue to enjoy 
it ; and if there is any claim for further com- 
pensation, it rests with that noble lady, and 
not with the present duke. ‘The compensa- 
tion, however, was not inadequate, and if 
the account is stated fairly, debtor and credi- 
tor, as to what the public have received and 
what the family of the duke of Atholl have 
received, it will be found, that the latter 
have received in the course of the forty years 
since the bargain, atleast 177,000/. more than 
the public from the result of that bargain. 
As to the consent of the duchess of Atholl, 
and the appointment of a trustee for the in- 
fant, which the noble lord contends were 
absolutely necessary, 1 maintain, on the con. 
trary, that parliament having authorized and 
directed the sale, no such consent, of ap-~ 
pointment, was necessary: If however, my 
lords, this bargain was a bad one, it were 
better to rescind it at once, than to pass 
such a bill as the present. ‘To sanction such 
a proceeding as this, will be to open a door 
upon its hinges that will never again be shat. 
Never did [- witness a gross job come into 
parliament in a more bodily form than the 
present. If this is agreed to, there will be 
an inlet for the most corrupt proceedings ; 
and one I know-will be brought forward, if 
this succeed, one of the most corrupt jobs 
that ever was witnessed in parliament. Bat, 
my fords, let me conjure your Jordships not 
to agree to a bill likethe present, It is, in- 
deed, a consideration of the highest impor- 
tance, the taking of three or four, or five 
thousand pounds a year out of the consoli- 
dated fund, at a period when the supplies are 
with so much difficulty raised. ‘Thatsueh a 
bill too should be endeavoured to be hurried 
through the house in the course of the few 
remaining days of the session, for it is idle to 
dissemble that that is the object, is indeed a 
melancholy consideration. In a few days 
parliament will be dispersed ; and let us not 
return to our respective homes with the stig- 
ma of having psssed a-bill like the presen:. 
Unfortunately (1 make no charge agains: any 
one), bat it does anfortunately happen, that 
when we return to our homes, after our'duty 
in parliament is at an-end for the session, we 
cannot say that any usefultreaty has been 
made with -any continental power, that any 
negociation has been brooght to a successful 
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termination ; we cannot say that any thing 


has been added to the glory or to the honour 
of the country. Let us not then at the com 
clusion of the session, during which uofor- 
tunately so little has been done for the honour 
or advantage of the country, have the burden 


upon our minds of having agreed to such a 


bill as this. Let us not, at a moment like 
this, when all classes of the people are ground 
down with taxes, add to their burdens by 
voting a boon to n.endicant importunity. If 
our supplies were unlimited, if we could 
draw upon them without any fear of exhaus- 
tion, if the resources of the state grew like 
the fabled Promethean liver, uncer the beaks 
and talons of the vultures by whom they are 
lacerated and devoured, then indeed we 
might agree to such kinds of demands; but 
as they aré not, it is our duty to watch over 
the interests of the people, and not to suffer 
their resources to be squandered in improper 
expenditure. However critical may be the 
times; however great may be our dangers ; 
however hopeless the state of our finances ; 


“let us not, my lords, imitate the conduct of 


sailors in astorm, who, when their situation 
is desperate and hopeless, when they sce their 
vessel driving upon the rocks, abandon the 
sails, throw up the helm, and fall to plun- 
dering the chests, Let us rather, if we would 
avert the thunderbolts of human, or even, 
though Ihope not, of divine vengeance, which 
ma ma ready even now to burst uponus, deck 
ourselvesout inthe robes of virtue, that we may 
gain the respect of foreign nations, and the 
ove of the people, of whose interests we 
ought to be the guardians and protectors. Im- 
ressed with all these considerations, I feel 
it to be my duty to oppose this bill. Be the 
event what it may, liberavi animam meam, 
_ Lord Harrewby —My lords; however, 
jnadequate I may be to the task of com- 
bating with the talents of the noble and 
learned lord, I feel myself impelled to rise in 
defence of the bill against the assertions 
which the noble and Jearned lord has made, 
and the arguments which he has adduced. 
I feel no dread of any huruan tribunal, or 
even of a divine tribunal, in giving: my as- 
sent to this bill, convinced as I am, that it 
is founded in justice and equity ; nor will 1 
repeat the expression which the noble and 
learned lord has applied to it, which seemed 
to me not very consistent either with the con- 
sideration we owe to a bill sent up from the 
other house of parliament, or with thedignity 
of this house. Neither will I repeat the ex- 
pression which the noble and learned lord 
applied to the noble duke whose claims are 
uncer consideration, and which I think was 
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equally. improper as to that noble, 
duke, and as coming from the noble and 
learned lord who used it. The noble lord. 
proceeded to enter into a detailed argument 
with respect to the bargain concluded with 
the Jate duke of Atholl, which he considered. 
as very unfavourable to that nobleman, and. 
he believed that the minister who concluded. 
that bargain was not perfectly informed of 
the whole circumstances of the case, and 
that there was an intention of bringing ina 
bill in the year succeeding for the purpose of 
explaining the former. act. If therefore the 
bargain was concluded without a sufficient 
knowledge of the circumstances and situation, 
of the Isle of Man, it surely was not too much 
now to say that that bargain should be again 
opened, and some compensation made to the 
suffering party. On a fair review of the sub. 
ject it would be found that a bare considera. 
tion was given for the actual revenue of the 
island, Jeaving nothing for the sovereignty, 
the regalities, and other rights. As to the 
question made by the noble and learned lord 
with respect to the sovereignty of the island, 
let it be recollected that the lords of Man 
wore a crown ; that they pardoned offences; 
that they legislated for the island, and had 
other prerogatives, which certainly consti- 
tuted a sovereignty, in whatever point of 
view that term might be considered. He 
denied the accuracy of the account stated by 
the noble and learned lord, neither did he 
think it as a fair mode of considering a 
subject like the present to state an account 
debtor and creditor in that mode.  I[t was 
not merely that the revenues had increased, 
but they were to consider that they purchased 
the rights of the lord, by means of the ex- 
ercise of which rights only the revenues could 
be increased, as it was clear we could only 
have the same rights as those we purchased 
of the lord of the island. So far from the 
sum which the noble and learned lord repre- 
sented as having been gained by the family 
of the duke of Atholl, they had only received 
an inadequate compensation for the mere re 
venues of the island, withont reckoning any 
thing for the honours and royalties which 
they gave up. It had always been the prac- 
tice of pari:ament to be liberal in cases of 
this nature.. When the heritable jurisdic: 
tions in Scotland were bought up, the duke 
of Argyle received 22,000/, for what. in fact 
produced nothing, or at most 2o/. per ann 
The value of the honour bought in such cases 
could not be, nor ever was, judged of by the 
common ordinary rules of calculation, It 
must be judged of by means of-a far different 
scale, and he trusted that their lordships 
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would, in this instance, act upon those prin- 
ciples which had hitherto characterized par- 
fiament. It was not, besides, in this case 
an act of liberality that they were called upon 
to perform, but of justice, which required, 
that a bargain made to the prejudice of an 
jndividual at a time when he acted under an 
impression that his rights were to be taken 
away without compensation if he did not 
consent, should now be revised, and some 
compensation made to his family, particu- 
Jarly when it was considered that the honours 
conveyed were of a peculiar nature, and 
such ‘as no other subject of the realm could 
rant. He had, ona formeroccasion, paid 
considerable attention to this subject, and 
the more he had attended to it, the more he 
was convinced of the justice of the claims 
which were now urged, He should there- 
fore support the bill. 

The Marquisof Buckinghamprotested against 
the house being called on, at this late period 
ofthe session, within the last few days of its 
continuance, to go into a discussion of so 
much importance, for which it was morally 
impossible their lordships could be prepared, 
considering the large mass of papers they had 
to wade through, and the large voluine of 
evidence they had to examine, as well as 
the papers for which he had the honour of 
moving this day, and which were absolutely 


necessary for the information of the house, 


preparatory .o the discussion of a subject so 
Important. It was contrary to every princi- 

le of propriety and justice, to call upon the 
sii to go into such a discussion, and de- 
cide upon a question of so much magnitude, 
without reading one iota of that mass of docu- 
ments, or being prepared to refer to any of 
their contents, from which noble lords, who 
supported this bill, had so copiously spoken. 
For the sake of the house of lords, its charac. 
ter, and dignity, he deprecated a proceeding 
that must’ cast a stigma onits wisdom. A 
noble earl (Westmoreland) had said, that those 
documents were familiar to every noble lord 
who had been called to his majesty’s councils ; 
this, however, was not his case, he had been 
long anxious for information on this subject, 
and long awaited it in vain, He had heard 
thisnight many imputations of injustice against 
the government of this country, on the ground 
of concluding this bargain. He had even 
heard the word ‘robbery’ applied to it in the 


gourse of debate; but such language he could 


not pass without reprobation. Noble lords 


had talked of the sovereigns of the Isle of 


Man, which he denied them to be; the par- 
liament of this country had frequently legis- 
lated for the island, and in the year 1784, it 
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was the decided opinion of the government of 
this country, and many of the ablest men of 
that day, that the sovereignty of that island 
vested in the crown of England, though the 
feudal right might be inthe lords of the island, | 
who were the family of the Stanley’s, and 
words could not be clearer than those in the 
grant of JamesI. tothe holders of that island— 
“to hold of us, our heirs and successors.” 
No legal man could have a doubt upon the 
subject: It was the opinion of Mr. Grenville, 
and several of his most eminent contempora~ 
ries; and when the bargain was made in 1765, 
it wasdone on the part of the duke of Atholl, 
in the contemplation that the restriction made 
by the English revenue laws would materially 
reduce the revenues of the island, The sure 
render, therefore, for the price obtained, was 
not considered as a measure of cruelty or in- 
justice on the part of the British government; 
it was a bargain deliberately negoeiated by 
Mr. Grenville, through the medium of lord 
Mansfield, who was the attached friend of 
the Atholl family, and who took a very prin- 
cipal share in the negociation. Through that 
noble and learned lord it was, that the duke 
of Atholl received the intimation, that go- 
vernment did not think 70,000/. too great a 
price at the time, and it was accepted, and 
considered as a full, liberal, and adequate 
sum ; and if there was any error in the bar- 
gain, it was an error on the side of liberality ; 
for there was no ground to hope, that the 
house of Keys would ever have consented to 
raise the revenues of the island. Besides, out 
of those revenues were to be deducted the 
military establishment of the island, so that 
it was not a net but a gross revenue the noble 
duke was selling; and with respect to the 
pension of 2,000/. a year, granted to lady 
Atholl, upon the Irish establishment, he had 
personal opportunities of knowing, and could, 
if necessary, produce documents to ptove, 
that it had nothing whatever to do with any 
idea of further compensation, bat was re- 
commended by Mr. Grenville merely as an 
act of royal munificence. But would the 
house reflect for one moment, what would 
be the consequence of this bill passing into a 
law? The consequence would be, that the 
compensation to be paid to the duke of Atholl 
was required to be in propo-ion to the in- 
creased revenues of the country, a proportion 
not to be ascertained upon any examination 
or inquiry, but upon the mere certificate of 
the coliccror of the island ; not upon oath, 
but at mere discretion, wholly uncontrouled ; 
and this certificate, so to be issued, wis to 
become a mandatory warrant to the loids of 
the treasury, for issuing the propoitivuate 


783) PARL. DEBATES, 8, 1805.—Dukeof dtholl’s Claim, 


som tothe duke of Atholl. In addition to 
the other proofs how unfounded were those 
claims on the part of the noble duke was, 
that no law officers of the crown, from 1781 
to the present moment, ever reported io their 
favour. The noble marquis, argued 
at considerable length against the measure, 
concluded by expressing his most cordial ap- 
probation of the conduct of a noble Jord 
(Sidmouth), with whom, though he had not 
been in the habit of agreeing on political 
subjects, yet he must acknowledge the strict 
purity and integrity of his conduct in respect 
to thisclaim, which had been put down un. 
der his administration, aad he now trusted 
to sleep for ever. 

. The Earl of Carlisde.contended that the bar- 
gain was a compulsive one, and that the con- 
tracting parties had not started from the same 


place, and consequently could not have stood 


on the same grounds. ‘The question was be- 


‘tween a mighty empire, and an individual, 
_and it was becoming the legislature to revise 


and rescind its former act, if the compensa- 
tion under it was, as he maintained it was, 
inadequate for the rights purchased. It had 
been said that the house had no information 
before it to warrant the passing of the bill. 
But had not the other hcuse of parliament 


made sufficient inquiries on the subject, and 


sent up the bill to them founded on their ex- 
aminations, which must have appeared to 


‘them fully sufficient to justify it? On these 


grounds he should vote for the measure. 
Lord Sidmouth said, if he had not consi- 
dered it material to the reputation and dig- 
nity of that house, to have a subject of this 
nature explained, he should have declined 
addressing their lordships on this eceasion ; 
but feeling, as he did, this necessity, he 
should desert his duty to the house, and to 
the community, if he did not state bis sen- 
timents, and protest against the claims of the 
noble duke, as inconsistent with justice to 
the country at large. The noble lord who 
spoke last, seemed to consider as a ground 
for the immediate proceeding of that house, 
the deliberation with which the enquiry had 
been conducted in another place. He (lord 
Sidmouth), bad brought with him from that 
place as much respect as any man could en- 
tertain for its wisdom and for its integrity, 
but he could not admit that, because this 
perseverance had been employed elsewhere, 
a motive was supplied for neglect and pre- 
cipitation here; he should rather have sup- 
posed that diligent and laborious inyestiga- 
tion in the one place, was a reason for exert- 
ing the same unremitting industry in the 
other, The only way in which noble lords 
4 


could act, so as ta preserve their own: charac. 
ter, was to examine gravely for themselves: 
such had been the dae example presented 
to their observation, and yet it was now ex, 

cted that three months revision of the sub, 
ject in the house of commons, should be 
succeeded by the attention of, scarcely ag 
many days tor the acquisition of their lords 


ships’ concurrence. Was it decent that the | 
‘sanction so required, should be thus hastily 


conceded? Much importance had been at. 


tached to the information now obtained ; 


but it was absurd to consider it of any con- 
sequence if a determination were to be 
formed, without having recourse to those 
documents on which alone it ought to be 
founded. So singular was the acceleration 
attempted in this affair, that the royal assent 
was to be given before the proper materials 
could be supplied from the activity of the 
press. Perhaps he (lord Sidmouth) from his 
situation, was not wholly unapprised of what 
was expedient for the formation of his own 
judgment; but to those who were not mem. 
bers of the privy council, the same opportu, 
nities of information could not have been 
afforded, He entered most cordially into 
all the sensibilities of the noble family of the 
Atholl’s, but he had a duty to discharge ta 
the public, which was paramount to every 
private consideration, and which no partial 
inclinations should induce him at any tim, 
or under any circumstance, to surrender, 
What were the facts of this case? When the 
duke had failed in his application co parlia- 
ment, he applied to his majesty in the 
form of a memorial, imploring his royal 
recommendation for the protection of hig 
tights. ‘Vo enquire into the object of the 
prayer, it was referred by his sovereign to 
the privy council, and after the due attention 
that had been paid to it, the question was 
submiticd ro the attorney and solicitor gene- 
ral, who drew up their determination in the 
form of a report. Although these persons 
‘were fully competent to the charge assigned 
them, their decision was opposed to the pre- 
tensions of the noble duke, Subsequent to 
this, the privy council being anxious to give 
the means of stating the subject more come 
prehensively, another memorial was proposed, 
the investigation was renewed; and aftera 
general and prolix discussion, it was agaip 
resolved, that there were no grounds whats 
ever for deeming the compensation made 
to the’ family inadequate. In this result he 
(lord Sidmoeth), in opposition to his, owa 
wishes towards the individual, was constrait- 
ed, fron: a sense of justice, to concur. Some 
of those who composed the privy council a 
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might review what they had so repcatedly 


facts alone should be produced under 


_ gouncil, under its new modification, was at 


edinpensation, In consequence Of this, the 


* with the same caution and jealousy for the 


785] 
that time were among the most enlightened 
men of the age: a noble lord at the head of 
the law in a neighbouring kingdom, and a 
Jearned judge, were ot the number, What 
he was now stating was not mere matter of 
allegation, it was confirmed by the papers on 
the table of their lor ships. After this cna- 
fimous determination, another report was 

pared, and in this situation of things the 
noble duke applied for permission to present 
a third memorial, that the privy council 


decided, They assented to this proposition 
¢ohditionally, amd the condition was, that 


this new applcation. This additional me- 
morial was then presented, and at this criti- 
cal moment a change took place in the ad 
ministration, The resolution of the privy 


Jast favourable to the family, and it was de- 
termined that the sum ot 70,0001. given to 
the duke’s ancestor, wag not an adequate 


affair was again brought betore parliament, 
and the as.ent.of his majesty had been noti- 
fied; but although the royal concurrence 
was adnoanced, it was only declared in 
conformity to the established orders in such 
cases, and the matter was to be re-examined 


blic interest as if nothing of that kind 
bad transpired, The foundation then of 
any demand of this nature ought to be dis- 
covered, in not only the insufficiency, but 
in the gross inadequateness of the remunera- 
tion, . Was there any ground for such a 
supposition? The attorney and solicitor- 
general (one of whom now adorns the situ- 
ation he at that time so honourably held) 
had resolved, that the compensation was 
liberal. If the duke deemed it to be other- 
wise, it was for him who sought the benefi- 
cial interposition of parliament to prove that 
it was insufficient. He would not pursue 
the track which had been so successtully 
followed by his noble and learned friend, 
or by the noble marquis, but he would con- 
fidently assert, that not a shadow had been 

sented to his observation to vary the com- 
plexion of the case. The computation to 
which he had just adverted allowed thirty 
years purchase for the rental of the island, 
aod no less a sum than 46,0o00l. for the roy- 
alty. Was this to be considered inadequate 
for such unprofitable honours? He did not 
mean to derogate from true dignity. He 
Was contemplating the subject merely in a 
pecuniary light, without being at all disposed 
to undervalue heredivary distinction, Was it 
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thought insofficient by the noble person to 
whom it was assigned? Was it so supposed 
by the able advisers whom he consulied ? 
When speaking of the purchase, he was not 
permitted to include the annuity on the 
principle explained by the noble marquis ; 
but at least it might be referred to as indi- 
tative of the generosity with which he was 
treated, contrary to that parsimonious spirit 
which had been atiributed to those concerned 
in the conrract, Every maxim of discretion 
required that some satisfactory evidencé 
should be adduced before the subject was 
opened. Instead of this sort of testimony, 
@eavy charges were substituted ; fraud was 
intimated, violence was more thao insinuated 
by the operation of this bill; but all this 
would be seen to be wild and illusive, when 
it was asserted, that parliament was the in- 
strument of this fraud and oppression. It 
had been argued, that there was an increase 
of the advantages since the contract was 
made, This would not, surely, be allowed 
to be a valid argument, unless it coyld be 
said, that the bargain was unjust at the time 
it was enrered into. Could such reasoning 
be admitted for.a moment in a private con. 
tract? and why sheuld not the same. princi< 
ples be acknowledged in our public engage- 
ments? Bur, to what was the improvement 
in the revenue to be attributed ? Not only to 
the augmentation of the duties, but to thé 
amelioration in the condition of the people, 
by which they were enabled to bear that 
augmentation, This benefit had been des 
rived from a total change of system, in re- 
| gard both to the internal affairs and external 
relations of the island. After what had . 
been already stated, it seemed unnecessary 
to detain their lordships with any minuté 
and tedious enquiries into the abstract ques- 
tion of right. Right did not exist, and 
could not be rationally pretended ; an attempt 
to support stich a position seemed to dety 
all serious and sober argument. The appeat 
then of the noble duke must not be to the 
equity, but to the humanity or liberality of 
their lordships; yet feelings of this kind 
could not be connected with the matier un- 
| der consideration. Inthe application of the 
public money, they could respect justice only, 
and all claims upon the generosity of the 
house ought to be ineffectual. If a firm 
and resolute regard were not paid to such 
principles, the consequence must ever be 
ruinous and destructive. But the proposi- 
tion must not only be rejected on its own 
account, but as introductory of a precedent 
imminently dangerous. That consideration, 


Vou, V. 


of every other, would be sufli- 
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cient to induce their lordships, he trusted, 


to reject this measure. Did noble lords re- 
collect the numerous contracts which were 


rendered necessary by the multifarious con- | 


cerns of the empire ? and were they disposed 
to invite the complaints of every discontented 
contractor? It was but a few years since a 
contract was made with a noble duke (the 
duke of Richmond) for a concession respect- 
ing an article (coals) of great importance. 
The increase in the luxuries of life, and the 
rapid advance of commerce, had so much 
augmented the employment of this commo- 
dity, that the engagement had become highly 
ben: ficial to the public. Another noble dul@ 
had accepted a remuneration for wine duties. 
If the demands of the duke of Atholl were 
satisfied, how could their lordships decently 
resist the claims of either of the other noble 
persons with whom contracts had been made, 
which in the event had turned out so advan- 
- tageously for the public ? To the same class 
might be referred the situation of a gentle- 
man of high character in ‘the vicinity of 
Plymouth. He had parted with a tract of 
Jand for the use of government, under the 
Statute, for the consideration of 71. per acre 
per annum. ‘This land, by accidental im- 
provements, had now become worth double 
that rent. What applied to that property 
was equally referable to prodigious tracts, 
which, by the industry of the nation, assist- 
ed by the legislature, had been severed trom 
ptivaie property for the purpose of forming 
roads, and of intersecting the country by 
canals in every direction. By the general 
spirit of improvement, the parcels of land so 
detached had been rendered valuable beyond 
all reasonable calculation and apparent pro- 
babiliry. Should all the boundaries be 
thrown down, should all these contracts be 
annulled, because subsequent emoluments 
have been derived, which would have ex- 
ceeded the hopes of the most sanguine ad- 
venturer ? He trembled for tie consequences 
which must resule from such an utter disre- 
gard of the public interest; he should by no 
means fulfil his duty to his sovereign asa 
member of the privy council, or to his 
country, asamember of parliament, if he did 
not most strenuously resist the present appli- 
cation. He lamented the surrender of all 
decorum which characterised every part of 
this proceeding; he thought the dignity of 
the house was most matetially implicated, 
but it was not on contingent and collateral 
eircumstances, however relatively important 
that he rlied; on the substantial merits of 
the question, he took his stand, and he was 
confident that if those who favoured this 
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measure should ultimately prevail, it would 
be productive of great embarrassment to their. 
lordships, and of serious injury to the public, 
The Earl of Suffolk rose to corroborate 
what had fallen from the noble viscount, and _ 
to give his decided opposition to the bill, 
If this precedent was set, many others had an 
equal right to demand compensation with 
the noble duke. For his part, he thought 
he himself had a much better and stronger 
claim. He had lost his brother, his father 
and his grandfather in the service of the 
country, and had nearly lost his own life al. 
so. Government had given grants to his 
family of nearly. 60,000 acres of ground in 
America. All that property was lost by the 
war in that country, and the whole compen. 
sation which his family received as loyalists, 
was about 200/. for a property which is now 
worth near 200,000/. If, therefore, this 
precedent was once established, he, too, would 
feel that he had as good a right to ask for. 
compensation, and he now gave notice, 
that in that case he would apply for it, He 
bestowed great praise on the noble viscount 
(lord Sidmouth) for the great care that was 
taken in his administration of the public 


purse, acare for which he deserved, and 


certainly enjoyed, the good opinion of num. 
bers of his countrymen, while un the other 
hand the wanton waste and profusion of ano- 
ther person who had since conducted admi- 
nistration, had been such as to make many 
persons almost wish that affairs should come 
tu such a crisis as to make the necessity ob- 
vious of recurring to a different system. 
Lord Mulgrave said he could not remain 
silent after the observatiors he had heard from 
some noble lords. He expressed his respect 
for the opinions already declared by the other 
house on this subject, and thought the his- 
tory of the transaction fully justified it, - He 
had no wish to hurt the feelings of any noble 
lord, but though he was willing to give 
every credit to the minister who made the 
bargain with the house of Atholl, for his de- 
sire to save the public money, he must recole 
lect that it was stated that the loss of the 
public amounted to no less than three hune 
dred and fifty thousand pounds annually from 
the possession of the royalty of the Isle of 
Man by the Atholl family. He might, theres. 
fore, -put it to their lordships, whether there 
was not a strong claim of justice. He agreed 
with the noble viscount in his desire to unite 
economy with liberality ; but by mo means 
in his application of that rule to the merits 
of the present case. According to his argue! 
ments, there was no ground but fraud on the » 


one side, og fatuity on the other. Such 
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economy in our generosity as was recom. 
mended, came to nothing short of avarice. 
As to the arguments drawn from the cases of 
the duke of Richmond and others, the trans- 
actions were different from this: they were 


fair and - bargains, They were not 
uestions of dignity, but of plain pounds, 
illings, and pence. After several other ar- 
guments in support of the bill, he iamented 
the coarse, harsh, and unnecessary observa- 
tions, made by the noble and learned lord 
against the bill, which might surely have 
been qualified by other expressions. He felt 
great reverence and respect for high authori- 
ty, and he felt a jealousy of the effects, opi- 
nions delivered in such language, by such 
authority, might produce. He felt himself, 
therefore, compelled to complain of the bois- 
terous and rude manner in which—'! Here 
Jord Ellenborough rose, and observed, that 
no expressions used by him were such as 
could justify the application of such terms. ] 
‘Lord Malgrave proceeded : He said heshould 
apply to his lordship what one of the charac 
ters of our immortal bard, Othello, applied 
to an old man: ‘ Signor, your age mav 
more command me than your weapon.” 
He respected his learning, his experience, 
his authority, and his situation in the state ; 
but his lordship was not to suppose that he 
and his noble friends on that side of the 
house were always to sit in silent apathy 
when he chose to use angry language. Some 
of the expressions he had used were fitter for 
demagogues in Palace-yard, who rail at 
taxes, and introduce every sort of exiraneous 
matter to inflame their audience, than to be 
used in that house. When he heard irritating 
and angry language used, it might produce 
the same sort of language from him; when 
he heard the word ‘ job’ applied to this mea- 
sure, he must say he despised the imputation. 
Such language must always be wrongly used, 
unless it were intended to follow it up with 
some positive charge. If a noble person, in 
a high and venerable situation, did not adapt 
his expressions to the dignity of that house, 
hor to the character of his high office, he 
must feel it due to the dignity of parliament, 
and'due to the character of the bench, to 
take notice of it, as he felt. Would the no- 
ble lord have used such language, in such a 
stage of a proceeding, in the court in which 
he presided? He would never submit to be 
taxed with supporting a ‘ job’; a conduct of 
which he knew himself to be incapable. He 
Was really sorry to say so much respecting a 
noble person of so high a description; but 
he himself also held a high responsible situa- 
Uon in the conduct of public affairs, and he 
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; thought it justice to himself and others to ex- 


préss his indignation, and to endeavour to 
set himself right in this point with the house. 
He could not pretend to equal knowledge and 
ability with the learned lord, but he would 
not sit silent and pass over such language as 
that of which he complained. 

Lord Ellenborough said, that the atiack 
made upon him would have been a just one, 
had he said any thing to give pain wantonly 
to any noble lord. But his observati ns were 
applied to the measure, and not to any indi- 
vidual whatsoever. - He had used those words 
which struck him as most characteristic of 
the ideas he really entertained of the measure 
itself, Considering the lights he had on the 
subject, the precipitation with which it was 
endeavoured -to pass the bill, and all the 
other circumstances connected with it, he 
could not speak of it in any other terms than 
those which he had used, 

The Lord Chancellor said, that having held 
the same high office when this subject came 
before the Privy Council which he now held, 
a great deal of his attention was necessarily 
drawn to it at that time. He could see no 
other reason for farther compensation, except 
the increase of revenue since the bargain was 
concluded. If this were admitted, there 
could be no such thing as a certainty of clos- 
ing any pecuniary transaction between the 
public and private persons. He also consi- 
dered the length of time as sanctioning the 
compact. He gave his opinion segregated 
from all connections in that house, on the 
very same principle that he should act upon 
on the bench, Looking at the ques:ion over 
and over again, for aterm of years, he must 
say, asa legislator and a judge, that he saw 
no evidence of the alledged inadequacy of the 
compensation of 1765 which could possibly 
lead him to disturb that compact in 18056 
His lordship then adverted to the door that 
this would open to petitions from all those 
persons whose property the public found it 
necessary to purchase. It would be dan- 
gerous and extravagant to admic the princi- 
ple that compensation was to be given for 
any additional improvement that might be 
made in property by diffrent managements 
He confessed that parliament ought certainly 
to exercise its justice in this cise- with libee 
rality, but at the same time there did not-ap- 
pear to him to be evidence sufficient to sup- 
port such a compeasation proposed to be 
granted at the end of 40 years. The consi- 
deration of the time was material in this 
instance as in many others, because the space 
that had elapsed was a sort of proof that the 
bargain was tight, He hai before 
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agreed with the Attorney and Solicitor Ge- 
neral, and no new evidence appeared but the 
supplemental statement o! the dyke of Atholl, 
and the proceedings of council. He thought 
his opinion was right; and he was deter- 
mined, therefore, to act upon it. Was there 
any thing in these papers to make him alter 
his opinion ?, Certainly not. He thought he 
ought not to avoid giving his vote on the 
present occasion ; and he thought he ought 
not to give it unaccompanied with bis rea- 
sons. 

Lord Hawkesbury said, that it had not 
happened to him to attend the Privy Council 
on those occasions when this subject was con- 
sidered there ; but since he came into his 
present office, he had been led to pay much 
consideration to the affairs of the Isle of 
Man. His wish was, to do fair justice to 
‘the noble duke and to all parties concerned. 
He considered the compensation question 
with bis mind perfectly unbiassed. He was 
ready toagree with his noble friends, that if 

_ increase of income were taken as the ground, 
there would be no knowing .where to stop: 
but let noble lords look at the circumstances 
of the transaction itself. ‘The noble lord 
then reviewed the case, and observed, that it 
was evident that the 70,000/. were taken from 
a knowledge that that sum was the ultima- 
tum; but it was stated by the Atholl family, 
that they expected a recommendation to his 
majesty for some mark of his royal conside- 
tation, either by annuity, or in some other 
way. The question then was, whether what 


the parties have received, is such as they] 


ought to have taken: and when the differ- 
ence of the tenure was considered between 
what was lost and the pension received, he 
did not think that the latter could be viewed 
as a sufficient compensation. He did not 
think the Athoil family had_ been liberally 
recompensed. His lordship then alluded to 
his having been chairman of the committee 
of the commons on the port of London im- 
tee eo bill, in which capacity he was 

d to think a good deal on the subject of 
compensation from the public to individuals, 
and was convinced that in all such cases the 
compensation ought to be liberal, People 
ought to be paid tor the compulsion imposed 
upon them. ‘There were some compensa- 
tions, such as that once proposed in a plan of 
parliamentary reform, tobe given to borough 
proprietors, to which he could not consent. 
He could not help thinking that the measure 
before their lordships was one which was 
-founded injustice. He recollected what had 
been said by an hon. gent, (Mr. Fox) who 
possessed great talents, and whose weight 
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was acknowledged in this country, but with 
whom he seldom concurred in opinion; he 
heard that distinguished character say, ** that 
the despotism of an individual over the fey 
was a great evil, and the despotism of the 
few over the many was still worse: but that 
the despotism of. the many over the few, og 
the individual, was the worst of all, because 
no hope of redress remained.”’ This he cons 
sidered to be the situation of the noble duke 
in question, from which, he trusted, how. 
ever, that the liberality and justice of theig 
lordships would release him. 

The Duke of Norfolh, in answer to the re. 
marks respecting the letter, said, that the 
annuity of 2,o00/. was given on account of 
this. His lordship had said that this oughg 
to have been perpetual. It might be so, fe 
the time to complain was when the period 
was come when the annuity would expire,— 
The house then divided on the question fog 
the second reading. Contents 35; Non 
contents 11; Majority 24. The dill wag 
then ordered to be committed to-morrow, 

{Trotrsr’s Inpemnity Bitt.]—On 
the second reading of this bill, 

The Lord Chancellor said, that he could 
not now enterupon the consideration of it, but 
begged leave to be understood not to be prey 
cluded from saying something afterwards re- 
specting it, Iftheir lordships would look at 
the precedents, they would find that it wag 
one of the most important bills that had came 
before them for half a century,—Adjourned, 
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Paddington Canal 
bil 


was read a second time, and ordered to 


be committed to-morrow.—The report of _ 


the committee on the petition of Mr. Collier 
and others, praying for compensation for 
their trouble on the Middlesex election, was. 
presented, and the resolutions read and 
agreed to.—A message from the lords ace 
quainted the house, that their lordships had 


agreed to the Leith Harbour Improvement: 


bill, the bill for regulating the Baking Trade 
in Dublin, the Corn Regulation bill, the bill 
for auditing Public Accounts, the Spanish 


Red*Wine bill, the Irish Infirmaries bill, the 
Straw Hat Duty bill, the Dublin Paving bill,’ 


and the Pilchard Fishery bill.—Mr, Ormsby 
moved, that there be laid before the house 
an estimate of the salaries of the comptrollers 
of the lottery in Ireland, and also for the 
commissioners for granting licences in Itee 
land. Ordered, and afterwards presented by 
a person from the office of the Chief Secretary 
in Ireland, and laid on the table, | 
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[Petition of Mr. Topp Jones. 
Qn the motion of Mr. Hawthorne, leave 
was given that Mr, Wickham should, in 


. eonsequence of indisposition, be permitted 


to speak sitting. 


Wickham accordingly addressed the house, 


The hon. member, adverting to a petition 
on thetable from Mr. Todd Jones, (see p.641) 
expressed his regret that this petition had not 
been presented at an earlier period of the ses- 
sion, or that the hon, gent. who presented 


it had not given him notice of his intention 


to bring the subject before the house; be- 
cause, im#hat case, he would have been en- 


abled to have such a case laid before the house 


as would have fully vindicated his conduct, 
and that of the Irish government, with respect 
to the charge which the statement of the pe- 
titioner conveyed, But he was now, from 
the lateness of the session, placed in this di- 
lemma, that he must either make an imper- 
fect defence for himself and the government 
with which he had been connected, or bring 
forward circumstances which it would not be 
fair towards the character of the petitioner 
to mention, as he had not the immediate 
opportunity of replying to them. At the 
time when a right hon. gent. not then in 


his place, (Mr. Fitzgerald) gave notice of a 


motion with regard to the several persons ar- 
rested, and in custody in Ireland, under the 
suspension of the habeas corpus act, he did 

romise himself that such a motion would 
ie afforded him an opportunity to excul- 
pate the government of. Ireland from the se- 
veral charges which had been loosely thrown 


outagainstit. He naturally expected.and wish- 


ed that the motion of therighthon. gent. would 
have led to inquiry because upon suchinquiry 
he had not the leastdoubt that the result would 
have been a full acquittal of the accused ; nay 
more, aconclusiveevidence of their title to pub- 
licpraise. Aftersome further prefatory remarks 
the right hon, gent. proceeded to detail the 
circumstances connected with the arrest and 
detention of Mr. Jones, For some time af- 
ter his arrest, which the Irish government 
was induced to order upon information, the 


- particulars of which he could not, for the 


teason already stated, with any propriety de- 
scribe, but which were quite satisfactory to 
their minds as to the necessity of the measure, 
Mr. Jones remained in prison without any 
inquiry having been instituted into 

iscase. As soon, however, as the trials, 
which followed the insurrection of 1803, 
and which so much occupied the attention of 
the Irish government, had terminated, an 
inquiry into the case of Mr. Jones took place. 


The three allegations in the petition which 
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he thought it necessary to notice were, first, 
the arrest of the petitioner; secondly, bis 
being detained in_prison after, as he states, 
the government had pronounced him inno, 
cent ;. and, thirdly, the harshness with which 
he was treated. Now, as to the first point, 
the right hon. gent, said, that he bad already 
stated the impossibility of giving a full ex. 
planation to the house without acting unfairly 
towards the character of the petitioner. But 
as to the second point, inquiry being made, 
it was found that, although the conduct of 
Mr. Jones was such as justified the strongest 
suspicion, and would have warranted go» 
vernment in arresting any man;. still he be. 
ing a man of warm temper, and likely to ase 
expressions, and-indicate designs which he 
did not deliberately mean, it was the opinioa 
of government that indulgence might be - 
safely extended to him.. In consequence of 
this opinion it was intimated to a gentleman 
of the highest respectability at the Irish 
(Mr. Saurin), who. interested himself for the 
petitioner, that government was disposed to 
liberate him, provided he would. quit Ire- 
land, and retire, to his residence, in- this 
country, where he; had been for many years 
previous to. his late return to Ireland. . This 
intimation was commusicated to. the. peti- 
tioner ; and instead of replying directly to 
it, he immediately applied to. the Irish go- 
vernment, asserting, that what. proceeded 
from their disposition to leniency. was a di- 
rect acknowledgement ot his total innocence, 
and demanding instantaneous and -uncondi- 
tional liberation, with an indemnity for his 
imprisonment. With that demand the Irish 
government would not: feel themselves war-- 
ranted in complying; particularly beeause, 
after the trial of the rebels, and the fullest 
investigation of the charges against Mr, 
Jones, his case became much more serious 
than it appeared to be at the outset. Willing, 
however, to act with every possible consis» 
tent mildness; his case. was submitted to the 
crown lawyers, accompanied by this quese 
tion, ‘* Whether it would be proper to libe- 
rate Mr. Jones?” and their unanimous opiaion 
was decidedly in the negative. Still moze 
to ascertain the rectitude of their conduct, 
the Irish government transmitted the case of 
Mr. Jones to his majesty’s ministers in this 
country, requiring their advice; and their 
answer was, that under all the circumstances 
it would be extremely unadviseable to allow 
such a person to beat large in Ireland. With 
this opinion from the law officers ia Ireland, 
and the ministers here, the Irish government 
felt that they would have incurred a deep 
responsibility had they complied with the 
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demand of the petitioner for unconditional 


freedom. But as to the charge of severity 


in prison, he could assure the house that 
nothing could be farther, from the disposi- 
tion and the desire of the Irish government 
than the wanton oppression of any prisoner. 
On the contrary, immediately on the arrest 
of the petitioner special directions were sentto 
the general commanding the district in which 
he was imprisoned, that the unfortunate 
man should be treated with every indulgence 
that was consistent with the safe custody of 
his person. Indeed it was remarkable that 
to none of the generals commanding at Cork, 
who were directed to inquire into the situa- 
tion of the prisoner, did the petitioner ever 
make any complaint of harsh treatment; 
and he was surprised to see such a com- 
plaint in the petition on the table. The 
right hon. gentleman stated that he should 
have submitted these observations to the 
house immediately after he had seen the pe- 
tition, had he not been prevented by ill 
health, and he was sorry to observe that an 
hon, officer (general Tarleton) to whom he 
could refer upon this subject, was not in his 
place. The right hon. gent. concluded with 
again expressing his regret that this business 
should have been brought forward so late in 
the session, his wish that it should. be fully 
investigated, and his confidence that the re- 
sult would completely justify the conduct of 
the Irish government. 

Mr. Wilberforce was about to address the 
house; when 

The Speaker rose and observed, that there 
was no question before the house, and there- 
fore the hon. member would excuse him for 
this interruption. An hon. member had, 
by permission of the house, been allowed to 
be heard in exculpation of his own conduct 
against charges made against the government, 
ot which, for a time, he formed a part; but 
no other member could, according to the 
rules of the house, be allowed to speak on 
the subject, unless he had some motion to 
ground upon it. 

Mr. Wilberforce said, he had only one ob- 
servation to make, and that was to congratu- 
late the house upon the circumstance of the 
right hon. gent. having come forward to 
make such a statement. ‘The sensibility 
which the right hon. gent, had manifested 
upon this occasion, was highly honourable to 
him, and it must be grateful to the house 
and the country to perceive that an impor- 
sant public officer was alive to the necessity 
of replying to a charge so serious as the op- 
pression of a British subject. 


Conpuct or Home PorHan.] 

ir W. Burroughs rose, pursuant to 
notice he had given of a motion atisin 
out of the report of the committee of thar 
house, on the case of sir H. Popham, by 
which committee, that gallant officer had 
unanimously been acquitted of the char 
that had been brought against his integrity’ 
and fidelity. But convinced as he was that 
the house, at this late period of the session, 
and when the attendance was so very thin, 
was not desirous again to agitate the vari. 
ous motions contained in the seport to 
which he had alluded, and in offer papery 
long since before the house, he hoped he 
might be permitted to postpone his motion 
till the beginning of next session, when he 
should move the resolutions of which he 
had given notice. The first resolution 
would be, that the charges brought against 
the integrity of sir Home Popham were 
wholly unfounded; and the 2d, That it 
appeared on the contrary to the house, that 
he had discharged the trust reposed in him 
with ability and fidelity, and so as to have 
powerfully conduced to the benefit of the 
public service. The hon, baronet was pro- 
ceeding to offer the arguments upon which 
he rested his resolusions, when he was called 
to order by the Speaker, who observed, that 


he was going beyond the bounds usually set 


to the mere notice of a motion. 
ImPEACHMENT OF Lorp 
—Mr. Whitbread rose, and said, that, pre- 
vious to his moving the order of the day for 
the house proceeding to the further consider- 
ation of the articles of impeachment exhi- 
bited by the committee against Henry lord 
viscount Melville, he thought it right to 
give notice, that it was his intention to-mor- 
row to move for leave to bring in a bill to 
empower the said committee to proceed with, 
and bring forward the impeachment formally 
against his lordship, notwithstanding the 
prorogation of parliament, should they think 
fir so to do, There were precedents for 
this mode of proceeding, and it was rendered 
necessary in the present instance for various 
reasons. ‘There was a witness now on his 
way from Edinburgh to be examined on this 
business, who, it was probable, might net 
arrive till after the prorogation of parlia. 
ment.—Here the hon. gent. was proceeding 
at length, to shew the necessity for such 4 
bill as the one he intended to suggest, when 
he was called to order by , 
The Speaker, who said there was at pre- 
sent no question before the house, and that 
the hon. gent. would have an opportunity 
to-morrow of explaining himsylf more fully. 
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Mr. Whithrerd then moved the order of 
the day for the further consideration of the 


articles of impeachment, and suggested 
various trifling amendments in the pre- 


amble. ‘The articles were then read over 
by the clerk one by one, and severally agreed 
to by the house without a dissenting voice.— 
Mr. Whitbread proposed an addstional ar- 


' ticle nearly to the following purpose :— 


« That, after the said roth day of September, 
1796, when lord Melville was treasurer of 
the navy, the said Mr. Trotter did, with his 
lordship’s connivance or authority, place 
Jarge sums of money in the hands of Mr. 
Mark Sprott, after taking such sums out of 
the Bank of England for the purpose of pri- 
vate emolument and interest, or for purposes 
other than naval purposes.” The above 
article was read, agreed to, and added to 
the others, and the whole ordered to be 
engrossed. 

Mr. Whitbread then moved, also, that a 


clause be ordered to be prepared for the 


rpose of reserving to the house of com- 
mons the liberty of exhibiting any other 
articles against lord Melville that may after- 
wards occur to them to be necessary, and 
that the committee already appointed to pre- 
pare the impeachment be allowed to prepare 
the said clause; which was agreed to.——The 
hon. gent. then brought up the report of the 
said committee, relative to said saving clause, 


Their resolution was read, and agreed to, 


and the clause ordered to be added to the 
other articles. —Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, Fuly 9. 

[Minures.]—Judgment was given in 
the important Irish m5 cause, Redington 
v. Redington. The lord Chancellor spoke 
at considerable length, when the decree of 
the court of exchequer in Ireland was re- 
versed, and a reference was made with re- 
spect to part of the matter in dispute, back 
to that court. 

[Case or Mr. Topp Jones.]—The 
Earl of Suffolk begged leave to trespass, tho’ 
aware it was not strictly regular, shortly 


upon the attention of their lordships, re- 


lative to a topic of some importance : he ad- 
verted to what had been alledged on the part 
of Mr. Todd Jones, Many of those facts, 
he had the satisfaction to state, were far from 
being true. He derived his information on 
the subject from a highly respected friend, 
and gallant officer, general sir Eyre Coote ; 
that officer commanded fur some time in the 
district in which Mr, Jones was imprisoned. 
So far from his treatment being harsh and 
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severe, it was humane; and, as far as cir 
cumstances would permit, comfortable, His 
allowance was liberal: he was accommo- 
dated with a good, comfortable room, fa 
voured every day with walking for air and 
exercise, in the prison yard ; ‘and, above all, 
he was indulged with a female attendant to 
wait on him; a favour, he believed, not 
usually conferred on persons in his situation, 
He had these facts from an authority ia 
which he could confide ; and, he thought it 
incumbent on him thus publicly to state 
them. 

—Mr. Whitbread, accompanied by a great 
number of the members of the house of 
commons, exhibited at the bar Articles of 
Impeachment in the name of all the commons 
of the united kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, against Henry lord viscount Mel- 
ville, impeached of hizh crimes and misde- 
The members of the house of 
commons having withdrawn, the articles 
were read at the table by the clerk, ; 

Lord Hawkesbury then moved, that a come. 
mittee should be appointed to search the 
journals fur precedents of their lordships pro- 
ceedings in cases of Impeachment.—-Or- 
dered, and that all the lords present be of the 
same committee. His lordship next moved, 
that a copy of the said Articles be granted 
to Henry lord viscount Meiville within one 
month ; and that the said Henry lord vise 
count Melville should put in his answer on 
the second day of the next session of par- 
liament.—Ordered. 

{[Trotrer’s Inpemnity 
The order for the commitment of this bill 
being read, 

The Lord Chancellor quitted the wool.sack, 
and delivered his sentiments with respect to 
the above bill. Ia the course of his observa- 
tions, he said, the present was a bill of as 
much importance as any that ever came 
under their lordships’ consideration ; and he 
was surprised that those who supported the 
measure should have urged its progress s@ 
far, without stating any thing of the grounds 
or principles upon which they theught the 
house ought to adopt it. However, as the 
subject presented itself, with reference to the 
proceedings at the bar that day, and what 
was set forth in the preamble of the bill, i¢ 
was worthy of the most serious consideration 
of the house. His lordship then referred to 
certain parts of the preamble of the bill, as 
the statement of the resolution of the com. 
mons to impeach lord viscount Melville of 
high crimes and misdemeanours; the states 
ment of certain acts, being contrary to law, 
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&c. «This last called upori' thém,-by their 
agreeing to the bill; to admit previously, 
that “the acts alluded to wete contrary to 
law,” To such an implication, as well as to 
‘the genéraliry of the language of that part 
of thé bill, he mast seriously object ; besides, 
they were called upon to enact that which 
had seference to the articles of Impeachment, 
which had been just read, and of which it 
Was impossible’ the house could as yet be 
inasters of their contents. ~The preamble of 
the bill contained three propositions, respect- 
ing which they had no information, One 
referring to the Impeachment before they 
knew what it was; a second referring to 
certain acts done; which acts they knew no- 
thing of ; anda third and most serious con- 
sideration, was the proposed indemnity from 
civil actions and suits ; not only on the part 
of his majesty or the public, but on the part 
of individuals. In this view of the case, 
their lordships could not consistently pro- 
teed, without adequate information. The 
bill went further; it proposed to indemnify 
for all acts illegally done, whether connected 
with the impeachment or not. Adverting to 
the consideration of the objects of the bill, 
being atcomplices in the facts charged in the 
impeachment, his Lordship stated the rules 
‘provisions “cf the existing laws, with 
fespect'to the evidence of accomplices ; par- 
ticularly the acts of rer William and queen 
Anne; respecting burglaries and other of- 
fences; and argued for the propriety of ad- 
_ hering to the principles of that part of the 


law. He adverted to the cases of sit Thomas: 


Coke, the earl of Macclesfield, andthe pro- 
ceedings in contemplation of the impeacti- 
meant of lord Orford ; upon which occasions 
the conduct of the house either was different, 
or held by the first authorities at the time 
. that it should have been, from that which it 
was proposed to be, in the instance of the 
present. He highly disapproved of the in- 
demnifications in the way proposed, especi- 
ally with respect to civil suits, which he 
tonsidered, in effect, as giving a witness 
money for his evidence ; as the bill proceed- 
ed upon the supposition, that there might be 
demands upon the parties by civil suits, 
from which it was proposed to indemnify 
them, To this principle he could not agree; 
the bill required to be materially altered and 
amended, ere that house could, consistently 
with its duty, countenance it, For those 
purposes, he should not object to the bill’s 
ing to a committee; but, for the better 
security of all that was done ;"en, it would 
be preferable to act upon the known and 
enablated principles of: the Jaw in these re- 
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spects; and he conjured their lordships, 
With regard to the measure in question, nog 
topo too far, which might lead to consequens 
ces, the injurious effects and operations of | 
which, if was impossible to foresee. 

Lord Helland, in answer to the arguments 
of the noble and learned Lord, spoke at some 
length. He contended that the case before 
them did. not admit of those constructions, 
which the noble lord on the. woolsack had 
given them, and that the cases referred té 
did not bear, in respect to the case under 
consideration, in the way he had stated, 
With respect to the information which wag 
so strongly insisted upon as necessary, that 
already before the house, in the reports from 
the commiffioners of naval enquiry, consti. 
tated by the legislature, and the different 
reports sent up from the other house, tos 
gether with the articles of impeachment, was 
he thought, sufficient to enable them duly to 
take the bill into consideration. The par. 
ties who were the objects of the bill, were ag 
strictly defined as those in the case of lord 
Macclesfield. They. were those who served 
in the navy pay office, under the treasuret: 
ship of lord viscount Melville, and ‘limited 
in number. The indemnity was proposed, 
without reference to whether their evidence 
should be in favour of viscount Melville or 
not. A true and correct testimony was thé 
object aimed at; and their lordships should 
not be over scrupulous in a case, wherein, 
on similar cecasions, notwithstanding what 
was advanced by the learned lord, their an’ 
cestors were not scrupulous at all. It was for 
the interest of truth and justice, and not with 
reference to what might be the event of the 
trial of lord viscount Melville, that they 
were called upon to pass the bill. Neither, 
he contended, would their passing it go in 
the least to prejudge the case of lord viscount 
Melville ; and, as to that part of the word- 
ing, “contrary to law,” he conceived, thatall 
bills of indemnity were for no other, than’ 
for acts contrary to law; but they borea 
construction different from that put upon - 
them by the noble and learned lord. Asta ~ 
any language which might be incorrect, and 
not essential to the object of the bill, it might 
be amended in the committee; but, with 
respect to the objection against the indem- — 
nity for civil svits, théir lordships should 
consider how far, without it, it would be 
practicable to obiain the necessary evidence, 
either for the vindication of the character of © 
a noble member of that house, if innocent, 
on the one hand, or of the interests of the 
public and of truth and justice on the other, — 
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—On these grounds he hoped no alterations 
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would be made in the bill tending to defeat 
an object which was equally evident and 
laudable. 
Lord Hawkesbury professed himself friend- 
to the principle of the bill, which was a 
fair one, and borne out by precedent and the 
practice of parliament. He thonght there 
was evidence sufficient to induce them to en- 
tertain the measure, in those documents allud- 
ed to by his noble friend; and, as coming 
from the grand inquest of the nation, it was 
therefore admissible in point of principle. 
—The questions which remained, involved 
the nature and effect of the provisions of the 
bill, and the probability, whether those could 
be so corrected and amended in a committee, 
as to induce them, upon the whole, to agree 
to the measure. He, therefore, could not 
object to the bill going toa committee. As 
to the words objected to by his noble and 
learned friend, they might be left out, or any 
other, which would not produce inconveni- 
ence, affect the principle of the bill, or frus- 
trate the objects of those who brought it for- 
ward. With respect to the latter clauses— 
those indemnifying the parties from all civil 
suits and applications—it was, he thought, 
an unheard of extension of the principle, and 
would tend to set a precedent of a very dan- 
gerous nature, In this view, it should be 
considered what might be done witha refe- 
rence to the desired object, without the in 
- terference of the legislature, as in the in- 
stance of the Attorney-General’s entering a 
noli prosegui, in the case of a criminal pro- 
ceeding, which would leave the parties liable 
toacivil action, His lordship then referred 
to a part of the provisions of the bill, and 
which had a prospective operation, with re- 
respect to an indemnity against all civil ac- 
tions, as well as criminal prosecutions, and 
which, he contessed, appeared to him to be 
So violent and outrageous an extension of the 
principle, as, he thought, could never be se- 
riously in the contemplation of the promoters 
of the bill, He adverted to the propriety of 
limiting the indemnities, with reference to 
the circumstances of the pending impeach- 
ment, and of placing the parties in that si- 
tuation, in which a woli prosequi would leave 
them. At the same time, at the close of the 
session, he thought as little delay as possible 
_ should obtain ; and that it would be better 
to let the bill go through its two next stages, 
and consider the proposed alterations on the 
third reading. 
Lord Sidmouth shortly delivered his senti- 
ments, He agreed in a great deal of what 
fell from his noble friend who spoke last up- 


on the subject, and thought the a 
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made to the language of the bill were such 
as might easily be obviated in a committee ; 
but he thought it would be a lamentable con- 
sideration were the bill altered in such a 
way as to throw obstacles in the way of at- 
taining the evidence necessary for the ends of 
substantial justice on the one side, or of 
establishing the innocence of the individual 
accused on the other. He thought that all 
due facilities should be given, and that they 
might confide in the vigilance of the noble 
lord on the woolsack, that no illegitimate 
measure should be resorted to. After a 
few words from the lord Chancellor, the bill 
passed through the committee, was reported, 
and on the motion of lord Hawkesbury, ors 
dered to be read a third time to morrow, it 
being understood that the amendments were 
to be proposed on the third reading. 
[SMuceLine Prevention BiLi.J— 
Lord Holland opposed the bill proceeding any 
further during the present session, on the 
grounds that it was a bill of the highest im- 
portance to the best and dearest rights and 
privileges of the inhabitants of the islands . 
of Jersey and Guernsey ; that considerable 
doubts were entertained by the inhabitants of 
those islands, which doubts had been strong- 
ly supported by counsel in both houses, 
whether the Parliament had a right to legis- 
late for those islands, it having been the 
custom, time out of mind, for the king in 
council to be their sole legislator, He did 
not say that he was prepared to admit those 
arguments, as to the rights of legislation; 
but he could have no doubts on his own 
mind, that if the inhabitants of those islands © 
entertained such sentiments, the passing of 
this act could not fail to engender discon 
tents, the effects of which would be highly 
injurious to the interests of this country. His . 
lordship went into a considerable length of . 
argument on the great hardship and oppres- 
sion of many of the clauses, which empowers 
ed Custom-house officers to bring persons, 
who were only passengers on board vessels:in 
which contraband goods were found, to any” 
part of the united kingdom, to be tried by 
laws of which they were totally ignorant, and 
before tribunals to which they were utter 
strangers. He was certain, he said, that 
those who framed the bill, and those who had 
passed it in another house, did not under- 
stand the nature of many parts of it; for 
they had enacted, that persons committing 
offences against the aét, should be brought 
to answer before the justice of the peace—a 
description of persons altogether unknown 
and unheard of in either of the islands, He — 
complained of the late of the session 
3: 
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in which the bill had been brought forward 
in that house, and the very hasty manner in 
which it was attempted to be hurried through. 
He entreated their lordships to pause—to 
consider well the many inaccuracies—to say 
the least of them, to which he had alluded, 
the numerous mischiefs to which the bill 
might give rise, and that they would consent 
to defer it to the next session, when it might 
be more seriously and fully considered. He 
therefore moved, that the chairman do leave 
the chair, and report progress, 

Lord Hawkesbury allowed the lateness of 
the session, and the immense press of busi- 
ness which was now before the house for its 
consideration ; if, however, such was ever 


_excusable, it was during the present session, 


He differed, however, trom his noble friend 
who spoke last, as to the principle of the 
bill. ‘The islands of Guernsey and Jersey 
were well known to be a great ensrepét for 
various kinds of merchandise; they, of course, 
became a great extrepét for smuggling also ; 
and the state of our trade required that 
smuggling should be suppressed as much and 
as speedily as possible, particularly in those 
islands, in and from which it was carried on 
to an amazing extent. . The bill, he allowed, 
was of the highest importance, aud, as such, 
it had received the fullest and most serious 
consideration, It had been before the other 
house ever since the roth of April ; had 
been repeatedly discussed ; counsel had been 
fully heard against it in both houses ; the 


ople of Jersey had made no objection to- 


it; and, for all those reasons, it had his 
decided support. 

The Deke of Clarence objected to so im- 
portant a question being brought forward at 
so late a period of the session. He regretted 
he had not had an opportunity of hearing 

“the counsel at the bar on a former occasion. 
His royal highness observed, he had been 
more than once in the islands of Jersey and 
Guernsey, and could vouch for the loyalty 
and attachment of the inhabitants to the go- 
vernment of thiskingdom. In the year 178 
it was the wish of government to employ of- 
ficers to prevent smuggling ; and it was then 
found, that vessels of very small construction 
only could be serviceable. It was impossible 
for French vessels to navigate near Norman- 
dy, without coming within a few leagues of 
those islands. . Exclusive of the lateness of 
the session, he considered this by no means 
the proper time for considering a aba of 
so serious importance. The officers who 
were employed upon that service, thought 
that sucha measure was certainly necessary ; 
‘but they: considered that this was by no 


}lord Holland’s motion 12, 
fother clauses were then read, the house re-. 
sumed, and the report ordered to be received 
morrow. 
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means the time for en‘ertaining the question; 
he therefore gave his decided opposition to. 
the further progress of the bill. apa 

Lord Holland shortly explained. He thought 
the bill replete with inconveniences, and 
must give rise to many difficulties and dis. 
putes, and if not rejected altogether, he at 
least wished it should not take place till next 
session, Lords Hawkesbury and Holland se- 


verally explained, when the question for the _ 
, Chairman leaving the chair, was put, and ne. 


gatived without a division, ‘The first clause. 
was then read in the committee, and lord Hol. 
land moved, ‘* that this clause should be 


fomitted,” when a division took place, and 
the numbers appeared, for retaining the clause. 


19g—for rejecting it 7.—Majority against 
‘Fhe several 


Pappineton Coat BILL.J— 
The Marquis of Buckingham presented a Pe. 
tition from a number of inhabitants of the 
county of Middlesex, against the bill for re- 
stricting the quantity of Coals to be brought 
to London by the Paddington Canal, and 
tor imposing a duty onthem. ‘lhe house 


having gone into a committee on the bill, the 


noble marquis stated his objections to it, as 
tending severely to affect the lower orders,— 
The coals in question were chiefly used by 
the bakers, so that any duty on them would 
necessarily increase the price of bread, See. 


‘veral manufactories, worked by steam, had 


been erected within the limits of the opera- 
tion of the bill, (twenty five miles from Lon-. 
don,) which must inevitably stop working.— 
He should be more scrupulous in opposing 
the measure, if it were one intended as a 
means of supply to the revenue; but as it 
was merely a local regulation, he moved that 
the chairman do leave the chair, with the in- 
tention of afterwards proposing, that the bill 
should be read a third time this day three. 
months. 

Lord Harrowby defended the bill, con- 
tending that it protected the Newcastle 
trade, which it was well known was of in- 
estimable value to Great Britain, as a nursery. 
for her seamen; and thet so far from lessen- 
ing the quantity of coals to be brought to the 
London market, it permitted the introduc-, 
tion of what was totally prohibited. The. 
marquis of Buckingham persisting in his mo-, 
tion, the house divided. Contents 13—; 


Non-contents 8—=Majority 5, ‘The different 


clauses of the bill then underwent consider-, 
able discussion, in which the marquis of. 
Buckingham, lord Harrowby, the duke of, 
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Montrose, the duke of Norfolk, lord Hol- 
Jand, and lord Hawkesbury, participated. — 
It chiefly related to the mode of conveying 
to the pic and barge owners, the information, 
when the limited quantity, (50,000 tons) had 
passed the boundary, to the duty which the 
bill appeared to impose on the cinders of sea 
coal, sent by the canal into the country, as 
manure, &c. and to the object of which the 
duties were to be levied. Several amend- 
ments. proposed by the marquis of Bucking- 
ham were at length agreed to be deferred till 
the third reading, for the purpose of facili- 
taing the progress of the bill. 

[Duce of CLaim.]—Onthe 
motion for going into a committee on the 
duke of Atholl’s Annuity bill, 

The Marquis of Buckizgham put it to the 
candour of noble lords, whether in the 
exhausted state in which they were, it would 
be proper or decorous to go into a committee 
on the bill at that late hour of the night. 
The papers which had been moved for, had 
not been printed, or, if they had, he had not 
been fortunate enough to procure a copy of 
them, and consequently he, and he presumed 
many other noble lords were in the same 
state, was but ill prepared to enter at that 
hour upon the consideration of the bill. It 
was also impossible that the counsel, who 
could only have known early this morning, 
or late last night, that they would be heard 
at the bar against the bill, could have had 
sufficient time to prepare themselves. For 
those reasons he trusted the bill would not be 
angie in tonight. He moved that the 

ouse should now adjourn, 

The Earl of Wesimareland was of opinion 
the bill had undergone as ample a discussion 
as was necessary. He objecied to the ad- 
journment proposed by the noble marquis. — 
On a division, the motion for adjournment 
was rejected by a majority of 45 to 12, prox- 
ies included. 

The house having at length resolved itself 
into a committee on the bill, Mr. Romilly 
was heard on the part of the Keys, or Re- 
presentatives of the people of the Isle of Man, 
as to the interest which they had in the pass- 
ing of the bill. Counsel having withdrawn, 

The Earl of Westmoreland observed, that he 
thought the petitioners had no more right to 
come to the bar to oppose the bill, than any 
other of his majesty’s subjects. 

The Lord Chancellor stated, that the learned 
counsel, in his opinion, had not made out 
that species of interest in his clients, the 


house of Keys, which would entitle them to. 


be heard, or to bring evidence to the bar 
against the bill. 
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self against further proceeding in the bill in 
the present session. ‘The allegations in the 
bill were proved at the bar, by the counsel 
for the. duke of Atholl. The preamble of 
the bill was postponed. On the motion, by 
the duke of Norfolk, that the Annuity clause 
should be postponed, the house divided, 
when it was rejected by a majority of 19 
to 5 The several clauses of the bill were 
afterwards gone through, the bill was re- 
ported without amendments, and ordered to 
be read a third time to-morrow—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, Fuly 
IMPEACHMENT oF LonD MELVILLE. ] 
—Mr. Whitbread moved, that the engrossed 
articles of Impeachment against Henry lord 
viscount Melville, be read ; which were read 
accordingly; on which the hon, member 
moved that they be carried to the lords.— 
Ordered. It was then ordered, on the mo- 
tion of earl Temple, that Mr. Whitbread do 
carry the articles to the lords, which he in- 
stantly did, accompanied by many members; 
and on his return acquainted the house from’ 
the bar, that he had delivered the articles of 
Impeachment, pursuant to the order of the 
house, at the bar of the house of lords. - 

Mr. Whitbread, pursuant to notice, rose 
to move for leave to bring in a bill to 
continue the powers of the committee dur- 
ing the recess. In consequence of what he 
had before stated, it would be unnecessary 
for him to take up much of the time of the 
house. The measure he proposed was on- 
doubtedly a deviation from the constitutional 
forms; but as every such deviation was 
justifiable, on the ground of the expediency 
that existed for it, the question then was 
whether such a degree of expediency existed 
in the present instance, as would justify such 
a deviation. Cases of impeachment had not 
frequently occurred, and when they did, it 
was on very grave and serious grounds.— 
The house of commons had voted an Im- 
peachment in the present instance against 
Henry lord viscount Melville, and it would 
be to be regretted that the object of it should 
be defeated by any accident that might 
occur, The house was aware that the Im- 
peachment had been voted at a late period of 
the session, The committee that had been 
appointed to draw up the articles of Im- 
peachment, had set every day without inter- 
mission, Many witnesses remained yet to 
be examined, one of whom he had mention- 
ed the preceding day. That. person had 
since arrived from Scotland, and might un- 
doubtedly be examined before the proroga- 


The Marquis of Buckingham expressed him- 


tion, But there were other witnesses from 
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that quarter, whom it would be desirable to 
examine as soon as possible. If the other 
house should agree to the indemnity bill, it 
would be desirable also to examine Mr. Trot- 
ter without delay. These were the grounds 
upon which the committee felt it their duty 
to submit this proposition to the house. If 
the house should agree to it, they would un- 
questionably grant large powers, which he 
was confident would be exercised with mo- 
deration. At the same time, if the house 
should not be disposed to grant these powers, 
it was not his intention to press the proposi- 
tion. If any case should occur to defeat the 
proceedings already taken, neither the com- 


mittee nor he would think they had dis-| 


Charged their duty, if they had not submit- 

ted such a proposition to the house. The 
hon. member them moved, that leave be 
given to bring in a bill, that the proceedings 
now pending before parliament for the Im. 
peachment of lord Melville should be con- 
tinued notwithstanding any prorogation or 
dissolution of parliament; and that the com- 
mittee of Impeachment do continue to sit, 
notwithstanding any prorogation or dissolu: 
tion of parliament. 

The Chanceller of the Exchequer felt that it 
would be necessary for him to say but a very 
few words indeed, as the hon, gent. himself 
had admitted that his proposition was liable 
to grave objections ; to him the objections 
seemed insurmountable, The motion, if a- 
agreed to, would amount to a direct inroad 
upon the constitution. Nothing could be 
more certain, than that his majesty possessed 
‘constitutionaily the prerogative of putting an 
end to their deliberations, either by proroga- 
tion or dissolution, which would be virtually 
taken away by a measure cf the nature of that 
proposed. ‘There was not a single instance 
of a similar mode of proceeding, except in 
such periods of our history as the house 
would not be much inclined to draw into 
precedent. It was only for gave and weigh- 
ty reasons that he could bring himself to 
object to any thing proposed for the pur- 
pose of promoting the views of the house in 
the present instance. But he felt that any 
degree of inconvenience that might be ap- 
prehended was better, than in order to ob- 
viate it to commit a breach of the principles 
of the constitution. He felt, therefore, that 
no ground had been laid for the measure,‘ 
because the utmost inconvenience that could 
arise would be, that the committee could 
not continue their functions a few days long- 
er now, but might employ themselves on the 
same subject a few days in the beginning of 

“next session, because it was not to be supposed | 


that the house would proceed with the Im. 
peachment in the earliest days after their 
meeting. The only question therefore was, 
whether the committee should sit a certain 
number of days at the commencement of 
next session, or the house should adopt a 
measure that would break down the barriers 
of the constitution, 

Earl Temple agreed with his hon. friend 
(Mr. Whitbread), that this motion should 
not be pressed against the sense of the house; 
but aid not think that his right hon. rela. 
tion had stated the question fully. The 
question was not, whether they should have 
the power of examining now such witnesses 
as they might next session examine, but, if 
the other branches of the legislature should 
pass the indemnity bill, whether they should 
not have an opportunity cf getting the evi- 
dence which that was calculated to procure, 
before any improper impressions should be 
made, that might interfere with it. 

Mr. C. Wynne thought there was another 
inconvenience which might be remedied by 
the bill, and which had not been noticed by 
his noble relation, ‘The death of Mr. Trot. 
ter might withdraw him altogether from 
examination, and if the committee were to 
have the benefit of his evidence immediately 
in the event of the bill passing, it might lead 
to other sources of information 

Mr. Whitbread proposed that the objec. 
tionable part should be left out of his mo- 
tion, and trusted that there would be no 
objection to pass a bill for continuing the 
proceeding already taken and now pending, 
notwithstanding any prorogation or dissolu- 
tion of parliament, as in the case of Mr, 
Hasting’s impeach ment, 

Lord Henry Petty accordingly moved the 
amendment, that the part of the motion 
which related to the sitting of the commit- 
tee be left out; but on the suggestion of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the motion was 

ut in the exact terms of the precedent in 
Mr. Hastings’s case, ‘* for leave to bring in 
a bill to provide, that the proceedings now 
pending before parliament for the Impeach- 
ment of Henry lord viscount Melville shall 
not be discontinued notwithstanding any pro- 
rogation or dissolution of parliament.”—The 
motion was agreed to, and the committee of 
Impeachment ordered to prepare and bring 
in the bill. 

[Case or Capratn Waicut.]—Mr, 
Windham felt it to be his duty, previously to 
the separation of the house for the session, to 
recall to their recollection a subject of muc 
interest, which he had twice before had oc- 
casion to mention, once at the close of the 
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Jast session and again at the commencement 
ofthe present. ‘This was the case of Captain 
Wright,.an officer who had been captured 
with his ship, when serving on the high seas 
in the regular coarse of his profession, and 
with his majesty’s Commission in his pocket, 
was material-to shew that his case was 
not distinguished by any circumstances from 
that of the other prisoners of war; but the 
French emperor, it appeared, thought he had 
been employed on other services, as in land- 
ing men upon the coast of France, which 
placed him on a different footing from pri- 
soners of war. When questioned on this 
head, Captain Wright very propeily, and as 
might have been expected from men even far 
less determined than he, refused to give an 
answer though menaced, not obscurely, with 
proceedings that went to affect his life. No- 
‘thing so atrocious, however, had been per- 
petrated, but he had been committed a close 
prisoner to the temple, denied pen, ink, and 
paper, and excluded from all communication 
with persons without. The severity of the 
confinement there could be explained from 
experience by a gallant officer then in his 
eye (sir Sidney Smith), who had, after es- 
caping confinement there, nobly revenged 
himself upon his oppressors by his illustrious 
exploits in the defence of Acre; exploits, he 
would venture (0 say, not to be exceeded by 
any thing which could be found in the naval 
or military annals of any country, As to 
the truth of the charge against Captain 
Wright, he thought it unnecessary to enquire 
into it; it being a matter of perfect indif- 
ference for the present purpose whether it 
‘was true or not. Nobody, he supposed, 
would contend, that to put on shore upon an 
enemy’s Coast persons meaning to excite com- 
motion or insurreetion, was contrary to the 
laws of war. If it was, what would be- 
come of all which the French had done during 
the course of the last war, in landing ‘Tandy 
and others on the coast of Ireland? If men 
so landed were not of the nation on whose 
coast they landed, and yet did not avow 
themselves as enemies, they were liable to be 
treated as spies. If they were subjects of 
that nation, they might be treated as rebels 
Or traitors: but neither in one case or the 
other, was there any ground for charging 
with a breach of the laws of war those by 
whom they were landed. ‘The fact was, that 
the hostility of the French emperor to ca 
-tain Wright arose from his having been the 
close friend and intimate associate of the 
‘gallant officer to whom he had before alluded. 
ow captain Wright was to be relieved now, 
he could not say ; and though that officer 
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had every claim on the country, his relief 
was not the principal consideration, but the 
prevention of similar acts of violence in fue 
ture, Retaliation in the first instance was 
the only means of preventing such violence. 
The omission of that retaliation was as much 
as to tell Bonaparte he might do what he 
pleased, and we should not retaliate for fear 
of what he should afterwards do. If we were 
once to admit this, it would amount toa — 
confession of inferiority, which must have 
the most fatal effect upon the country and 
upon every man employed in its service, 
What officer would enter a service when exe 
posed to such violence ?—-But what people 
would not flock to it, if assured that any un- 
warrantable violence offered them would be 
repelled with the whole weight of the na- 
tion ?—This principle, he was sorry to say, 
had suffered considerable relaxation in its ap- 
plication towards the enemy with whom we 
have had to do in the last and present war, 
The admission of inferiority that would fol- - 
low from our being afraid to retaliate would 
be the most grievpus degradation. It had 
been said. that BoMaparte had a hold upon 
us through the persons that had been detained 
at the commencement of the war at Verdun, 
These were no doubt so many hostages, but 
not distinguishable from those who became 
hostages by being made prisoners of war in 
the service of their country. If they were 
to be distinguished, as many of them un- 
doubtedly might, it was in a way not to en- 
title them to any preference. If they had 
not less, they had not greater claims upon 
the feelings of the country, especially such 
as had gone to France for amusement with- 
out business or necessity. So far, hestated, 
if it should be supposed that retaliation 
wou'd be productive of the intended appre- 
hended consequences. But what ground was 
there to suppose that it would be productive 
of such consequences? The French emperor, 
great as he was, was not@released from the 
obligations of public faith, nor without the 
reach of the public opinion of his subjects, 
on whom the effects of the retaliation would. 
fall. He saw that the attempt would be 
made with infinitely less advantage late than 
at first. Without pretending to answer for 
it now, or at any time, he was strongly of 
opinion that it would have been effectusi in 
the first instance. It must be grievously af- 
fecting to the country toknow, that a meri- 
torious officer had been suffered to languish 
under s¢verity which he had drawn upon him- 
self by his meritorious exertions in its service. 
He had mentioned this subject last session, 
and had been given to understand that some 
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steps would be taken. If he were to proceed 
with the business now, he should conclude 
what he had to say with a motion for an ac- 
count of what steps, had been taken. He 
should omit that, however, as long as he had 
any ground to hope that further measures 
would be taken during the recess; and he 
should confine himself now to a notice, that 
if no such steps should be taken, he would 
bring the matter before parliament early next 
session.—No reply’ was made to the right 
hon. gentleman,—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

; Wednesday, Fuly 10. 
[Minures.]— Judgment was siren in 
the Appeal Cause Redington against Reding- 
_ ton. The decree of the Court of Exchequer 
in Ireland was reversed as to part of the mat- 
ter in dispute, and a reference was made 
with respect to the other part, back to that 
court.— The royal assent was given, by com- 
mission, to sixty. nine public and private bills. 
‘Thecommissioners were the Lord Chancellor, 
the duke of Montrose, @f&d lord Walsing- 
ham.—The Consolidated Fund bill, the Plate 
Glass Duty bill, and the Smuggling bill, were 
read a third time and passed.—Mr. Whit- 
bread, Mr. Calcraft, Mr. Fuller, Mr. Giddy, 
and several other members of the house of com- 
mons, brought up the bill for continuing the 
roceedings relative to the impeachment of 
ord Melville notwithstanding any proroga- 
tion of parliament; which was reada first time, 
and some private billswere returned agreed to, 
—On the motion for the third reading of 


the bill to amend the. act respecting bank- 


rupts having privilege of parliament, the 
duke of Norfolk said, he objected neither to 
the principle nor policy of the bill; but he 
thought it required some amendment in this 
instance, that any person who should chuse 
to sue out a statute of bankruptcy ‘against a 
member of parliaggent who never Fad any 
transactions in the way of trading, may com- 
pel hisappearance. ‘This ought to be guard- 
ed against as an absurdity, however unlikely 
it was that the inconvenience should arise. 
The Lord Chancellor said, the bill only went 
to this, to enable the court to put in an ap- 
pearance. for a bankrupt, a member of par- 
liament, where a personal summons had been 
served on him; and this was to supersede the 
necessity of the distringas, which was greatly 
hurthensome to the plaintiff, and often ruin- 
ous tothedefendant. The bill wasthen read 
the third time, and passed.—The duke of 
Norfolk moved, that the articles of impeach- 
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‘the bill, ‘The greater part of these was to 


.pany, his employers; but not against third 
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ment against lord viscount Melville be print. 
ed, for the use of this house only. The Lord 
Chancellor said, he presumed the noble duke, 
by using the word on/y, meant to restrict the 
use of the printed articles emphatically to the 
house, and he much approved of the inten. 
tion. Ordered. 

(Trorrer’s InpEMNITY BILL.J—The 
order of the day, for the third reading of this 
bill being moved, 

The Lord Chancellor rose, and introduced 
the amendments he intended to propose in 


connect the wording and phraseology in dif. 
ferent parts of the bill ; first, with respect to 
the mode of expressing the impeachment of 
lord Melville, as set forth in the bill; se. 
condly, with respect to a better mcde of ex. 
pressing definitely, who the persons were it 
was proposed to indemnify; and, with re. 
spect to this part of the bill, his lordship 
observed, they would attain a certain and 
definite description of persons, by leaving 
out the word “ certain.” Some further al. 
terations were of this general description, 
With respect to the consideration of what the 
parties were to be indemnified from, it was 
of a more serious and important nature, and 
required the most cautious deliberation on the 
part of that house: this involved two propo. 
sitions; the first, relative to an indemnifica- 
tion against criminal prosecutions ; the second 
respected indemnity against civil actions or 
suits. With regard to the latter, there had 
been but one at instapce in the history of 
parliaments of an indemnification from civil 
suits for evidence to be given; namely, the 
case of sir Thomas Coke ; but that was only 
from suits on the part of the East India Com- 


persons, or demands of the king or public, 
or individuals in general, as was the con- 
struction admitted by the present bill. 
There never was an instance known, and it 
was contrary to every principle of law, that 
persons should be excused from giving ans- 
wers in a court of justice, because such ans- 
wers might possibly shew that other indivi- 
duals had demands against them. Were there 
no other peer to support him on the oecasion, 
he hoped his conduct should go down to pos- 
terity, in having stood forward alone to re- 
sist such a proceeding. Suppose a witness, 
who had pocketed one hundred thousand 
pounds of the public money, was brought 
torward against a person charged with a less 
weighty offence, and to be told he should be 
protected against any civil suit, for having 
robbed the public of so much, provided he 
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ve them such and such evidence, though 
he might be compelled to doit, were he pro- 
tected from criminal prosecutions only, would 
it not, he asked, be a strong temptation to 
such witness? Dwelling farther upon this 
point, his lordship stated his intention to 
ropose the omission of that part which in- 
demnified the parties from civil suits ; and he 
would also propose some amendments, to 
confine the indemnities to acts which had re- 
ference only to the impeachment. Another 
objection he entertained was, that the bill 
was. not sufficiently efficacious, in case such 
evidence as was required were not given; as 
in the case of a king’s evidence in the courts 
below; that consideration involved, he 
thought, insuperable difficulties; upon the 
whole, he should regard it as one of the 
most blameable acts of his life, did he con- 
sent to such an indemnification from civil 
suits; and, were such determined on by the 
house, he would, if single, protest against 
it, The noble and learned lord then regu- 
larly proposed amendments to the above 
effect; and, lastly, to leave out the werds, 
** and civil suits,” 
The Duke of Norfolk was of opinion, in 
"his view of the case, that this important 
omission proposed by the noble lord would 
go to frustrate the object of the bill; neither 
did he think that part of the bill would go to 
protect the parties from suits generally trom 
other individuals, but merely for acts done 
under the Treasurer of the Navy. ‘Ihe ob- 
ject of the bill was substantial public justice, 
and, to attain that, some sacrifices might be 
made; a free unbiassed testimony was the 
object in view, and this might as well ope- 
rate in favour of the accused individual as 
against him. 
_ Lord Hawkesbury thought the noble duke 
incorrect in his opinion as to the extent of 
the bill in its present shape ; that part of the 
clause went to indemnify for all acts done, 
either with respect to the crown, or to indi- 
* viduals, while in the office under the trea. 
surership of viscount Melville. In this, the 
wording of the bill bore him out, The pro. 
fessed amendment, he thought, might be a- 
meliorated, by confining the indemnification 
to civil suits, on the part of his majesty, his 
heirs, or successors, which would leave the 
a open to actions brought by indivi- 


ES 


Lord Sidmouth was not convinced of the 
ptopriety of leaving out that part of the bill 
which went to afford the witnesses protection 


under the circumstances of the case, he 
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tice: the witnesses should be freed from the : 
apprehension of suit or prosecution, The 
proposed amendment would, probably, cause. 
the loss of the bill that session ; and he should, 
therefore object to it. : 

The Lord Chancellor spoke at some length. 
in explanation. Ina case, he observed, where, 
an individual, upon a weighty charge, went 
to be tried in a solemn manner by his peers, 
he held it to be his duty to the house and the. 
public, to resist the passing of a bill, which, 
in its present shape, would operate as an ex 
post facto law. AAs the bill came up to them, 
and at such a period, the question was re~ 
duced to, whether they should pass it nexg. 
session with due consideration, or pass it this 
session without any consideration a: all? He. 
enlarged on and enforced his former argue 
ments, against the principle on which the in- 
demnity from civil suits proceeded. Ime, 
peachments, thongh rare, proceeded upon. 
the same principle with other. prosecutions z- 
from the articles, it was discernable, that. 
some individuals had made immense sums 5. 
and where was the difference, in the effect,. 
in giving a witness so much money for par- 
ticular evidence ; or suffering him to keep so- 
much of the public money, of which he was, 
already possessed ? As thelaw nowstood, with 
reference to civil indemnity, an individual - 
was bound to giveevidence, an individual 
was bound to restore the public their money. 
Why, then, should a bargain be made, al-- 
lowing an individual to keep that money, for, 
consenting to give evidence, which he was ag, 
present compellable to give, provided he were 
secured from criminal prosecution? With re- 

t tosuch a decision, he could almost say 

with lord Hardwicke—* I protest to God, 
I would almost as lief be the object of such a, 
bill as give my consent to its passing, if it be 
not altered in these respects.”—In conclud-. 
ing, he again suggested the propriety of post- 
poning the discussion of a bill of such noveliy, 
and peculiar importance, until next session. 

Lord Sidmouth spoke in explanation, and’ 
adverted to some doubts entertained by high 
legal authorities, with respect to the consi- 
derations of how far witnesses in the cases 
adverted to by the noble and learned lord; 
were compellable to answer; but for-the de-, 
liberate and decided opinion of his noble and, 
learned friend, he had so high an estimation, 
that, as he thought, that witnesses were pro-, 
tected from criminal processes, they were 
bound, as the law stood, to answer the ques-- 
tions put to them; he should, under that 
impression, no longer resist the proposed 
amendment, 


thought, conducive to the ends of public jus- 


The Lord Chancellor spoke in farther ex. 
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planation, and, adverting to the legal doubts 


alluded to by the noble viscount, begged | 


leave to observe, that what he advanced was 
merely his own individual opinion, and, as 
such, he wished it to be understood. With 
respect to the doubts thrown out, relative to 
the power of witnesses to demur in such cases, 
it was an additional argument for deferring 
the consideration of the bill till the next ses- 
sion, when they might have the benefit of the 


opinions, 


he Earl of Buckinghamshire said, that re- 
lying on the authority of the noble and learn- 
ed lord on the woolsack, as to the point of 
law, he would not oppose the amendment. 

Lord Minio entered into a detailed consi- 
deration of the subject; and, frour the posi- 
tions advanced, drew inferences, in many 
cases, very different from those stated by the 
noble lord on the woolsack. He adverted to 
some precedents, which, he thought, fur- 

-mished cases in point; and one even of a 
stronger nature, than that involved by the 
bill. With respect to the civil suit, he ar- 
gued, that, in the mode in which it might 
fe applicable to the individuals in question, 
' 3t would have. the effect of a criminal prose- 
eution. On this point, he laid particular 
stress, and seemed of opinion, the proposed 
~ amendments would frustrate the whole pur- 
of the bill. 

The Lord Chancellor again quitted the 
woolsack, and replied to some points advert- 
ed to by the noble lord, who had just sat 
down. The question at length resolved into, 
whether the parties should be indemnified 
from the civil suits, or from the criminal 
process only ? On this head, he retained his 
opinion, but repeated, that he advanced it as 
his opinion only. 

Lord Mulgrave observed, that it wasa mere 
matter of discretion with the public whether 
they would adopt a civil or a criminal pro- 
cess, as was evident from the votes of the 
other house. The public had now made 
their option ; they had given up the one and 
determined on following up the other mode, 
There could not be any danger justly appre- 
hended from the precedent, as the right was 
manifest from the circumstance of the other 
chamber of parliament having first made 
choice of one course of proceeding, and 
Raving afterwards resolved on pursuing ano- 

The Earl of Carysfort recommended to 
their lordships- that further consideration 
should be given to the great principles of 
law, which, by such a measore as the pre- 
sent, might possibly be materially affected in 
the practice hereafter, ifthis bill were to pass 

2. 
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in its present form. It was unparliamenta 
to express any apprehension of the close of 
the session, or of the dissolution of parlia. 
ment, as the ground for hurrying a measure 
of importance through the house. Their 
lordships had heard the opinion of a noble 
and learned lord, high in rank, and high in 
respectability ; but still he thought that it 
would be extremely desirable that the opinions 
of the judges should be had upon a point, 
about which serious doubts were entertained, 
The Lord Chancellor expressed his deep re. 
gtet at not having an opportunity to ask the _ 
noble lord who presided in the chief court of 
law, upon the question now under discus. 
sion. As his opinion seemed to have great 
weight with some noble lords, and as he 
might possibly be wrong, he asked their 
lordshi;s whether 1t would not be better that 
they should be certainly right, than for that 
legislative house of parliament to run the risk 
of being wrong upon a point of law, for the 
sake ot a week's expedition in almost any 
measure of importance that could be brought 
before them? Seeing, as he did, in the 
strongest point of view, the propriety and 
necessity of taking the opinion of the law 
lords on this question, he should move that 
the question be adjourned, in order that time’ 
be given for taking the opinion of the judges — 
on if. 
Lord Sidmouth rejoiced to find that his no- 
ble and learned friend had at length agreed 
to the proposition of referring the point in 
doubt to the opinion’ of the judges. He 
knew that he had the authority of that most 
excellent propounder of the laws, Jord Ken. 
yon; he had also the opinion of a man, 
whose name, though he was not clothed with 
any judicial authority, or judicial honours, 
must give the greatest degree of weight and 
authority to any maxim that received its 
sanction, that it was possible for the name of 
any man in such a situation to add to an opi-’ 
nion, But, though he had such high and 
respectable authorities on his side, he thought 
that it would be most candid to have a refer. 
ence to the judges, and he only lamented that 
such an idea had not entered the mind of any 
noble lord in an earlier stage of the busi- 
ness.—After some further discussion it was 
agreed that the bill should pass as far as its 
provisions extended to indemnity against cti- 
minal proceeding, with an understanding, 
however, that if the opinion of the judges 
should be favourable to the measure, it 
should be competent to any noble lord to 
bring in a short bill as soon as possible for 
the further extension of the indemnity. The 


necessary amendments were then made, and 
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the bill thus amended received the sanction of 
the authority of this house, 

[Duxe or Craim.J—On 
the question for the third reading of the bill 
for granting additional compensation to the 
Atholl family, 

The Marquis of Buckingham rose to op. 
it. He went into a variety of argu- 
ment and detail, proving that there was no 
such thing as sovereignty belonging to the 
lords of Man; but that they possessed 
was merely the dominium, which was only 
lordship, and had been so translated into our 
acis of parliament. ‘The title had never been 
more than that of lord or lady of the Isle of 
Man, The ecclesiastical establishment of 
the isle, so far from acknowledging the 
lord of Man, was entirely under the con. 
troul of English acts of parliament. ‘The 
monasteries were suppressed, and the church 
property that was seized was taken for the 
use, not of the lord of the isle, but by and 
for the king of England, under the act of 
parliament of Henry the eighth, There 
were, the noble marquis contended, many 
instances of siwilar ju:isdictions with chat of 
the Isle of Man, such as the counties pala- 
tine, &c. in this country, He then re 
ferred to Taylor’s elemen's of the civil law, 
who, in investigating matters of this nature, 
observed, that private p:rsons had frequent- 
ly territories allotted to tiem, reserving al- 
ways the public right: the s#aperium be- 
longing to the king, and the dommium con. 
stituted the lordship; and this was held by 
a sergeantry, or peity sergeantry of various 
kinds, Whatever their lordships might 
choose to do in this busioess, they ought ta 
drop the mention of the word soverergnty, 
since in point of fact it never had existed. — 
If there were any ground laid for making 
this claim, it was only on the increase of the 
revenues. Jn the whole of the original trans- 
action ot the compact, there was an anxious 
wish on the part of government to do jus- 
tice. If the present case was an appeal to 
iberality, there was also the policy of the 
case to be considered; and the noble vis- 
count (Sidmouth) whom he did not uow see in 
his place, had last night detailed various rea- 
sons against opening or disturbing the com- 
The negotiation was not precipitate, 


ct 
; ie was begun in the year 1761 with Mr. 


Pelham, who entrusted it to Mr. Grenville, 
and a great variety of documents took up the 
attention of ministers for along time. Could 
the house shut their eyes upon all the opi- 


nions of great and eminent law officers given | 
, from that time to this, the opinion of lord 
slyn, sir James Manners, Mr, Wallace, 
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and other gentlemen, as well as those of the 
law officers of the present day? The origi- 
nal compact had been termed matter of his- 
tory. He wished that forty years hence the 
present transaction would merit as favourable 
a recollection as that which took rep forty 
yeaisago. He considered it to be impossi- 
ble to estimace the compensation according 
to any standard or criterion whatever. The 
bill stated loosely one-fourth of the revenue, 


which might amount to a very great sum.—. 


He saw plainly, that under the operation of 
this question the islanders had suffered great- 
ly. ‘They have had, however, the advantage 
of parliamentary protection, and he trusted 
they felt grateful, We had gained, indeed, 
the loyalty and affection of thirty thousand ' 
subjects ; and they must see how we have 
excited their energy. Having stated. these’ 
things, he should allude to a Clause in the 
bill, partly, indeed, on a personal account,— 
The money was to be paid at the Exchequer, 
and the public officer was to be rendered re- 
sponsible and exposed to the law for any de-_ 
lay in the payment, Cases might oecur to 
justify such a delay. He then instanced the 
case of the heir of Penderell, now before the 
court of Chancery, and stated difficulties 
that might occur in the case of the heirs ge- 
neral of the earl of Derby. Before he sat 
down, he begged to repeat, that, in what he 
had stated, he had only delivered his con- 
scientious opinion on this subject, and in no- 
thing he had said, had he intended ahy kind 
of disrespect to the noble family who were 
the present claimants, 

The Earl of Westmoreland replied to the 
arguments that had been urged against the 
bill ; he considered that the transfer was al- 
together compulsory on the part of the 
Atholl family, as appeared by the evidence 
of sir-Fletcher Norton, his Majesty’s attor- 
ney general, who stated in the house of com- 
Mons as a witness, that he had heard the late 
duke express great sorrow upon te occasion 
and say that he would not take double wha 
was offered him as a compensation, if he was 
not afraid of the consequences of the bill, 
which was then about to be brought forward, 
respecting the customs of the Island. This 
appearec * him sufficient proof that the sale 
was a‘ ... ulsory one against the late duke 
of Ath... .d that if the terms were not fair 
at that time, the present duke had a right to 
compensation. ‘Ihe customs of the Isle of 
Man were no less than 7,000/, per annum 
when the act was passed ; and as the act 
itself referred to a schedule of those customs, 
he could not but think they formed the pria- 
cipal consideration for which the sum of 
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70,cool. was given, ‘If so, it was evident 


that such a sum was grossly inadequate.— 
There was another circumstance which, in 
his opinion, vitiated the whole transaction, 
and_ he wished that the learned lords would 
express their opinions of it ia point of law.— 
When a tenant for life (and the dutchess- 
dowager was no more) in the sale of proper- 
ty entailed, accepts of a private douceur for 
himself, he always conceived that that cir- 
cumstance would overturn the bargain, either 
in a court of law or equity. In this in- 
stance, the late duke and the dutchess-dowa- 
ger accepted of a deuceur of 2,000/; per ann, 
pension to themselves. This circumstance 


_ alone would, he believed, according to the 


construction of law, impeach the fairness of 
the transaction. 

The Lord Chancellor was inclined to con- 
sider, that by the rules of equity in common 
cases, this pension of 2,000/. per ann. ought 
to be applied to the property so entailed, and 
ought not to have been taken for the sepa- 
rate use of those who were but tenants for 
life. He was one of those to whom the 
claim had been originally referred ; and he 
hed coincided in the general opinion of the 
crown lawyers, that there was no reason 
for considering the compensation inadequate, 
As to the sovereignty that is now insisted 
upon, he thought there had been no pre. 
tence for claiming it, and as to the custom 
duties of the island, it was clear they were 
granted for the purpose of paying the public 
expences of the island. Upon the whole he 
co. sidered, that it would be a most alarming 
precedent now to open again a transaction 
that had been closed so long as 40 years ago. 
‘The Earl of Suffilk opposed the bill as 
opening a door to numerous claims of the 


same description. 


‘The Earl of Carlisle supported the bill, and 
considered the claims of sovereignty as very 
immaterial, provided the rights referred to 
were admitied, 

The Duke of Norfolk denied that the alle- 
gations in the preamble of the bill were made 
good, and therefore moved that the bill be 
recommitted, On this question, their lord- 
ships divided, Contents 7—Non-contents 25, 
Majority against the motion 18, Several 
verbal amendments were then proposed by 
the marquis of Buckingham, which were re- 
jected, Another division took place on a 
verbal amendment proposed by his royal 


~ highness the duke of Clarence, which was 
‘Tost by a majority of 25 to 5. ‘The bill was 


then read.a third time, and passed; after a 
division of 24 against 5. 


The following Protest against the bill was 
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entered upon the journals of their lordship’s 
wyse. 

aii: First, ‘* Because the bill in 
question appears to be grounded on the fol. 
lowing recitals, which have not been support. 
ed by evidence. ‘The preamble recites that 
the Isle of Man was granted in Sovereignty 
by King Henry the 4th, and that the Sove. 
reign rights conrinued until the sth year of 
his present Majesty ; and it further recites, 
that the act of the 12:h of George the First, 
chap. 28, provided tor the purchase of these 
Sovereign rights, But this grant to sir John 
Stanley, and the said act, do not in point of 
fact convey, or confirm, or provide for the 
Yea of Sovereign rights in the Isie of 

an; and it was not denied in the course of 
debate that the legislature of England had 
uninterruptedly legislated for internal pur- 
poses within the said Island. The preamble 
further recites, that by a certain deed of re. 
striction duly executed by Charlotte, duch. 
ess dowager of Atholl, John, duke of A. 
tholl, became entitled to the rights reserved 
to his family in the Isle of Man, and hath 
ever since continued to enjoy the same.—Bat 
this deed when produced in evidence, pur. 
ports only to intend to convey—* the rents, 
profits, and duties of every kind payable now 
forth and from the Isle of Man; and does 
not convey any of the other rights reserved; 
and it appears from evidence that the duchess 
dowager of Atholl was lady of the Istand at 
the time of passing the act of the ¢th year of 
his present majesty, and has contiaued to ex. 
ercise part of the rights reserved to her by 
that law ever since the act of Restriction, 
1774.—The preamble farther recites, that 
there were circumstances attending the resig- 
nation of these rights, which make it just 
and reasonable that a further compensation 
should be given, and that the duties of cus- 
toms of the Island belonged to the family of, 
the duke of Atholl, and that a compensation 
should be given tor them to be regulated by 
their produce. But of these circumstances 
no evidence was given, nor was it proved to 
us that the duties in question did so belong, 
nor was any reason whatsoever urged in the 
debate to induce us to think that the com- 
pensation (if any was to be made) should be 
regulated by their produce.—Secondly, be- 
cause the reports made at various times down 
to the present moment, by the-law officers of 
the crown, on the subject of the claim for 
farther compensation in this matter, were 
sanctioned and confirmed in the debate by 
the first legal authorities ; and did satisfy. us 
that we are well grounded in our opinion, 
that sufficient grounds have not been pro 


‘duced in proot that the compensation given 
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by the act of the sth year of his present ma- 


jesty, chap. 26, was inadequate,——Thirdly, 
“because the vague and loose manner in which 


the evidence has been conducted of the na- 
ture and extent of the supposed injury, or of 
the proposed compensation, or of the claim 
of the duke of Atholl, to be considered as 
the party to whom that compensation should 
be granted, forms an additional ground for 
the jealousy which we entertain on the dan- 
ger of establishing this precedent for opening 
for re consideration, and at a remote period, 
contracts between the public and individuals. 
Fourthly. — Because the house having thought 

roper to reject an amendiment proposed in 
the last clause for the purpose of supplying 


words evidently omitted by mistake ; the act’ 


as it now stands enacts a very questionable 
process, and imposes severe penalties on 


«the officers-of the receipt of his majety’s 


exchequer, who shall refuse or neglect to pay 
the said annuity, or yearly rent, or sum, or 
any part thereof, according to the true in- 
tent and meaning of this act, or to do any 
act necessary to enable the said John duke of 
Atholl, and the heirs general of the 7th earl 
of Derby.” But, inasmuch as the words 
ptoposed to be here added, viz. ‘to receive 
the same,” were injected, this part of the 
act is absolutely unintelligible, and was ad- 
mitted by every lord who spoke in the debate 
to be inexplicable and of no effect. ‘a 
Signed, Norfolk, E, M. 

Nugent Buckingham, 

Carysfort. 

(Trotrer’sInpemnity }—The 
Lord Chanecllor produced a bill which he 
proposed to be read a first time, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining the opinion of the judges 
on this question, which arose out of the bill 
of indemnity to those who should give their 
evidence on the trial of the impeachment of 
Henry lord visccunt Melville, viz. 
ther, by law, a witness can be required to 
answer a question the answer to which has 
no tendency to accuse himself, but which 
may establish, or tend to establish, that he 
owes a civil debt?” which bill he moved 
might be now read. 

The Ea:] of Carnarvon had no objection 
to taking the opinion of the judges on this 
. as it was desired by the noble and 
learned lord, but should have been better 
satisfied if the question had been put upon 
the bill of Indemnity which came from the 
commons, and which the house had passed. 

The Lord Chancellor explained his reason 
for taking this measure to be this: his opi- 
nioa had been asked, and he had given it to 
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the house, on the subject of the liability of 
a witness to answer a question not tending to 
criminare himself, but tending to establish a 
civil debt against him. Upon that opinion 
he might be considered to be bound as if it 
was unquestionable law ; he had given that 
Opinion conscientiously; but to hold him te | 
be bound by it at all events, would be to 
cast on him a burthen which he ought not to 
be called upon to bear, for he did not chuse 
to take vpon himself to determine that he was 
right, on a point which he wished for a fur- 
ther opportunity of considering ; for which 
reason he proposed that the house might have 
the opinion of the judges upon that question, 
which, opinion might be formed in the course 
of the recess ; for which reason he proposed 
to put this question to the judges, and moved 
‘* that the judges do attend the service of 
this house to-morrow,” which was accord- 
ingly ordered, and after the bill had been 
read a first time, the house adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, July 10. 


[Minures.]—A message from the lords 
acquainted the house, that their lordships 
had agreed, without any amendment, to the 
following bills : The Irish Fire Hearth Daty 
Regulation bill, the Hop Duty bill, the Irish 
Paper Duty Regulation bill, the Scotch As- 
sessors’ bill, the Irish Customs Regulation 
bill, the Irish Military Survey bill, the Irish 


| Distillery bill, the Irish Property Exemption 


bill, the Southern Whale Fishery bill, the Qua- 
rantine Iademnity bill, the Sugar Drawback - 
bill, the‘Linen Drawback bill, the Ballast and 
Lastage bill, the Ipswich Port Duty bill, and 
to the Thames Tunnel bil! with an amend- 
ment, to which they desired the concurrence. 
of the house. —Mr. Bulley, from the Exche- 
quer, presented an account of the amount of 
the produce of the Permanent Taxes, and of the 
Consolidated Fund; which was ordered to lie 
onthe tablee—Mr. Meux, from the EastIndia 
House, presented two accounts; one, the 
expence of building the Cornwallis, of 46 
guns, at Bombay ; the other, the expence of 
building the Bombay Frigate, of 32 guns, 
Ordered to lie on the table.—New Writs 
were ordered for Wigton, &c. in the room 
of W. Stewart, esq. who had accepted the 
Chiltern Hundreds; and for Cockermouth, 
in the room of J, Graham, esq. who had ac- 
cepted the stewardship of the Handred of 
East Hundred,—Sir A. S. Hamond gave no- 
tice, that to-morrow he should move that 
there be laid before the house the memerial 


| of the commissioners of the navy, in answer 
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to the third report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry, unless the house would per- 
mit him to present it now, which he was 
prepared to do. Mr, Whitbread having 
madesome observations against the immediate 
resentment of this memorial, the Speaker 
interfered, and the notice was ordered to 
stand for to-morrow.—On the motion of 
Mr. Long, an humble addrsss was ordered to 
be presented to his majesty, praying, that he 
would be graciously pleased to confer some 
ecclesiastical dignity on the rev. S. Smith, 
chaplain of the house of commons. An ad- 
dress was likewise ordered to be presented to 
the king, for an advance of 1,200/. to H. 
Alexander, esq. for his services as chairman 
of the committee of Ways and Means, The 
usual addresses were voted for remuneration 
to the different clerks and officers of the 
house. On the motion of Mr. Huskisson, 
an address was ordered to be presented to his 
majesty, praying. that he would order. the 
sum of 3,250/. Irish currency, to be advanced 
to the commissioners of the lottery in Ire- 
land, and to the commissioners on outstand- 
ing stoma The Speaker then attended in 
the house of Jords in consequence of a mes- 
sage from their lordships; and, on bis return, 
informed the house, that he had heard the 
royal assent given by commissign to a num- 
ber of public and private bills. 
{Case or Captain Waricur.}—Sir 
Siducy Smith rose and expressed his regret that 


_ he wasnot presentyeste rday, whena right hon. 
- friend of bis (Mr. Windham) took occasion, 


in a manner so highly honourable to his 
character, to call the attention of the house 
to the situation of a gallant friend of his, 
captain Wright, who was now a prison- 4 
er in the Temple at Paris. ‘The honourable 
officer added, that if the right hon. gent. he 
had alluded to, should not bring forward a 
motion on the subject, he would to-morrow 
move, that there should be laid before the 
house copies of the correspondence which 
‘has taken place, through the Spanish govern- 
‘ment, between our ministers and the govern- 
“meat of France, with respect to the arrest afd 
detention of captain Wright. 
ImpracuMent or LorpMe ] 
—Mr. Whitbread brought in a bili to prevent 
the proceedings in the impeachment against 
Jord Melville, from being affected by any pro- 
‘rogation or dissolution of parliament. This 
‘bill was read a first and second time, com- 
, mitted, and the report brought up. Upon 
the motion for agreeing to the report, 
The Attorney General rose, and afier dis- 
‘claiming any wish to throw the least impe- 
‘diment an the way of the Impeachment, sub- 


mitted to the consideration of the house, 
whether, if the bill were passed in its pre. 
sent form, an inference would not arise, that 


‘an impeachment was abated by a. proroga. 


tion or dissolution of parliament, and of 
course interfere with the privileges of that 
house, This was a question which he ap. 
prehended was Mg a determined in the 
negative, in Mr. Hastings’s case, and he 
was unwilling that this bill should proceed 
in such a shape, as to raise a doubt on the 
subject. present objectionable form, he 
observed, was founded upon a precedent that 
had taken place, previous to the determina. 
tion he had alluded to. The right hoa, 
gent. concluded with expressing a wish, that 
the third reading of the bill should be post. 
poned till to-morrow, in order that it should 
be so altered, as to guard against any im. 
proper inference. 

M:. Whitbread observed that this was a 
literal transcript of the bill introduced by 
Mr. Burke, in the case of Mr. Hastings’s 
impeachment ; and. the author of that bill 
was certainly not liable to the suspicion of 
wishing to trench upon, or to excite a doubt 
as to the privileges of that house. ‘The ob. 
object of this bil] the honourable member 
explained to be such, that unless it were 
adopted, the committee for managing the 
Impeachment would not -be enabled to ree 
port to the house on the first day of the next — 
sessions, it they thought necessary, the result 
of the evidence they had already examined, 
but would, on the contrary, be obliged to go 
through the examination of the same evi- 
dence over again. It was with a view to 
provide against such a circumstance, that he 
proposed this bill, which he did not con. 
ceive calculated to cast any doubt upon the 
privileges of that house, or he should have 
been among the last to have brought it for 
ward, Krom the advanced period of the 
session, and the consequent necessity of ex- 
pedition, the hon. gent. was desirous that the 
bill shonid not be delayed in iv progress, 
but that it should be read a third time 
to-day. 

Mr. Bourne concurred in the observa 
tions of the Attorney-general, : 

The Speaker observed, that the bill had two 
distinct objects, first to provide that the pro 
ceedings depensing in that house on the at 
ticles of Impeachment against lord Melville 
should not be discontinued by any proroga- 
tion or dissolution of parliament ;: the second 


imported a different provision, that the said 


article should be proceeded upon in the next 
session, as to the other house of parliament 
in the event of a prorogation or dissolution, 
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in the same manner as if no such proro- 
ation or dissolution_had taken place. A- 
gainst the first part of the bill there did not 
appear to be any objection, but the second 
~ was conceived to cast some doubt upon the 
established privilege and jurisdiction of that 
house to continue an impeachment notwith- 
” standing any prorogation or dissolution of 
rliament. ‘The bill, however, the right 
on gent. had no doubt, would be so mo- 
delled ‘as to remove the objectionable part.— 
The bill after being altered, according to the 
Speaker's suggestion, was engrossed, read a 
third time, passed, and ordered to the lords. 
—Adjourned, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 11. 
[Minutes.]—In a committee of privi- 
leges, some farther proceedings obtained with 
respect to the claims to the Zouch peerage ; 
the farther consideration of which was ad- 
_journed till the next session.—The bills up- 
on the table, were read a third time and pass 
ed, The Impeachm:nt Continuation bill, 
and the Townleian Collectivn bil} also went 
through their last stages. The opinion of 
the Judges was delivered in the appeal from 
the court of Chancery in Ireland, Roe, v. 
Power; after which the judgment of the 
court below was affirmed. The judgment 
in the Appeal, Campbell, v M*Narr, was 
serit back to the court of sessions with special 
instructions.—Vr. Whitbread, with several 
members, brought up a new bill from the 
commons, in the case of Mr, Trotter and 
others, the former bill being lost in that 
house, on account of certain amendments. 
The bill was read three times and passed.— 
The house went into a committee, to take 
into consideration the message of the com- 
mons, declining to communicate the evidence 
in the duke of Athol!’s bill. Several prece- 
dents were read; after which the Lord 
Chancellor said, it appeared from these, that 
it had been the parliamentary practice and 
Usage for the house of commons to commu- 
nicate evidence to that house, where the facts 
on which they passed a bill were recited, 
and stated as the motives of the bill on 
the face of the bill itself. He should, there- 
fore, to morrow, move that a resolution to 
that effect .be entered on their lordship’s jour- 
nals, The report was ordered to be received 
to-morrow. 

[Trorrer’s Bitt.]—The 
judges, porsuant to the order of the house, 
ing in attendance ; 

The Lord Chauceller guitted the wool-sack, 


‘and, in pursuance gf what transpired in the 


discussion of last night , rose for the purpose 
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of submitting an important law proposition 
to their consideration. He adverted, in the 
course of his observations, to the several po- 
sitions which had been advanced ; and aiso 
to the dictum of a noble and learned lord, 
respecting the competency of a witness in 
certain cases to demur; and concluded, as 
the result of the whole, by submitting a 
question to the following effect, for the opi- 
nion of the law lords :—Whether, in point 
of law, a witness be compellable to answer 
questions, the answer to which may not tend 
to criminate himself, but may establish, or 
tend’ to establish, that he owes a debt, for 
the recovery of which he may be liable to 
a civil suit.” ‘Nhis question was ordered to 


| be referred-to the consideration of the leara- 


ed judges. 
rd Minto, introductory to an additional 


question, which he deemed it proper to refer 
to the consideration of the judges, repeated 
several of his observations of Jast night upon 
the general subject. He particularly dwele 
upon the important distinction between a 
civil action instituted on the part of the 
crown, and one instituted by ordinary indi- 
viduals, as, in the former case, he argued, it 
was of the nature, and had the effecr, of 
a criminal proceeding: there was, therefore, 
he contended, a substantial differcnce be- 
tween a suit so instituted and a common sait 
for debt. The query he had to propose 
was, ‘whether, in point of law, a witness 
was required to answer questions, the answer 
to which may not expose kim to a criminal 
prosecution ; but, may expose him to a civil 
suit on the part of his majesty, for the 
recovery of profits made by him, by the use 
and application ef public monies entrusted 
to his charge ?” 

The Lord Chancellor shortly observed, he 
should make no objection to the motion ; 
at the same time, by his agreeing so far, 
it did not follow, that his opiaions upon 
the point adverted to were similar to those 
of the noble lords. The question was-then . 
put, and the proposition of lord Minto was, 
in like manner, referred to the consideration 
of the judges.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Thursday, July 11. 

[MinutTes.]—A message from the lords 
informed the honse that their lordships had 
agreed to the Smuggling Prevention bill, the 
Privilege bill, the Foreign Plate Glass Duty 
bill, the Bricish Museum Grant bill, the Duke 
of Atholl’s Compensation bill, and the Con- 
solidated Fund bill, without any amend- 
ments ; also to the Maidstone Poor bill, the | 
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Witnesses Indemnity bill, the Paddington 
Coal bill, and the Camberwell Water Works 
bill, with several amendments, in which they 
desired the concurrence of the house.—The 
amendment of the lords to the Maidstone 
Poor bill, to the Paddington Coal bill, and 
to the Camberwell Water-works bill, were 
severally taken into. consideration, on the 
motions of sir J. Frederick, Mr. Huskisson, 
and Mr. Tierney, and appearing to be only 
in furtherance of the intentions of the house 
in passing the bills, were agreed to, and the 
same ordered to be signified to the lords.— 
A new writ was ordered on the. motion of 
Mr. Sturges Bourne, for the election of a 
Knight of the Shire for the County of Down 
in Ireland, in the room of the right hon. 
Viscount Castlereagh, who had accepted the 
place of one of His Majesty’s Principal Seore- 
taries of State.—Mr. Long acquainted the 
house that his majesty had been waited upon 
with the several addresses voted, and would 
be graciously pleased to give directions ac- 
cordingly.—Mr. Dent moved, that there be| 
laid before the house an account of all the: 
monies that had been paid to the Sierra Le- 
one Company, pursuant to grants of Parlia- 
ment, together with the dates of each pay- 
"ment; also an account of the Disbursement 
of all Sums granted by Parliament to the 
Sierra Leone Company. Ordered. —Mr. Dent 
gave notice, that he should, on an early day 
next session, move for leave to bring in a bill 
for putting a stop to the horrid practice of 
Boll-baiting.—Mr. Tyrrel, fiom the Office of 
‘the Chamberlain of the City of London, pre- 
sented at the bar severat accounts relative to 
the Port of London and the different Docks. 
Ordered to lie on the table——Mr. C. Wynne 
moved, that there be laid before the house 
- an Account of the number of Lunatics and In-: 
sane Persons confined in the differenr Jails, 
Houses of Correction, Poor ‘Houses, and 
Houses of Industry in England. Ordered.— 
Mr. Kinnaird moved, ‘ that there be laid 
before the house an account shewing the 
number of Shipwrights and Apprentices em- 
ployed in his majesty’s Dock. Yards on the 
_ 17th of May, 1804,” together with several 
other papers, with a view to the discussion 
on Mr. Jetfery's mo:ion, which were seve- 
rally ordered. A message from the Jords in- 
formed the house that their lordships had a- 
greed to the Indemnity bill, and the bill for 
continuing the proceedings on the impeach- 
ment of lord Melville, notwithstanding any 
prorogation or dissolution of parliament. 
or Kinnaird, 
pursuant to his notice of yesterday, moved 


that there be laid betore the house an account 
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of the Ministers’ Stipend of the Kirk of Scot. 
land, specifying the stipend of each Parish, 
with the augmentations lately made to them, 
and the state of the ‘Tiends in each ; as also 
an account of the population of each Parish, 
arranged alphabetically, with other accounts 
of a similar nature. aes 
The Secretary at War wished the hon, 
gent. had stated some ground for this mo.’ 
tion, because, though if upon grounds he did 
not mean to oppose it, yet it appeared to him 
to require very good grounds indeed to justi. 
fy the expence and trouble that the produc. 
tion of such accounts must inevitably create, 
He did not think that, even on parliament. 
ary grounds, a paper was to be given on the 
mere motion for it, without adducing any 
satisfactory reason. Such a proceeding be. 
sides, he ‘was certain, would create a very 
extraordinary sensation in that part of the 
country. 
Mr. Kinnaird stated, as the object of his 
motion, certain regulations respecting the 
Tiends and Stipends applicable to the support 
of the clergy of Scotland, which were at 
present on a confused system, and.not ina 
fair state of proportion, Had he expected 
any Opposition to the motion, he should not 
have brought it forward on so short a notice; 
but he did not at all see how the trouble or ex- 
pence atiending the making out of those ac. 
counts could be so great as the right hon, 
gent. wished to represent. “That part of the 
motion that related to the population, it was 
(rue, might be attended with some difficulty, 
and therefore he had no great objections to 
withdraw that part of bis motion, ‘The ac- 
counts might be made out during the recess 
of parliament, and be ready to be presented 
to the house by the beginning of next session,’ 
Mr. R. Dundas thought it would be im- 
practicable for the clergymen to make such 
returns as these moved for, without a great 
deal of time and trouble, ‘The discussion of 
such a subject would give rise to no small de- 
gree of alarm in that part of the country, and 
therefore the hon, gent. should be aware of 
the grounds of his motion before introducing 
so delicate a topic. He advised the hon, 
gent. to take the summer months to considet 
of it, and to converse on it with people who 
were well acquainted with the subject. —Mr, 
Kinnaird, after some observations, withdrew 
his motion, 
Trotrer’s Inpemnity Bitt.J—Mn 
Whitbread moved, that the lords amendments 
to the Indemnity bill be taken into conside 
ration, 
The Speaker acquainted the house, that 
numerous amendments had beea made by the 
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Jords to this bill, many of which amounted 
to direct alterations, in a clause containing 
rovisions relating to the application of pub- 
Fic money. ‘These were amendments which 
the house never could agree to, and it would 
befor the hon. member or any other hon. mem- 
berto dispose of the amendmentsby the course 
usually adopted on such occasions, — The 
amendments were then ordered, on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Whitbread, to be taken into fur- 
ther consideration this day three months. 
Mr. Whitbread then moved for, and obtain- 
ed leave to bring in a bill which should in- 
clude the lords amendments, saving thereby the 
ivileges of the house.—The bill was brought 
in by Mr. Whitbread, and read a first. and 
second time; it then passed through a commit- 
tee, and was ordered to be engrossed. On 
the motion that the bill be read a third time, 

Sir William Elford declared himself to be 
still of his former opinion respecting the pro- 
priety of indemnifying the persons who might 

ive evidence on the impeachment of lord 
Melville from civil suits. It was material to 
the ends of justice that their testimony should 
not be biassed by any apprehensions for the 
consequences that might result to themselves. 
It was also material to lord Melville, if he 
should be acquitted of the crimes imputed to 
him, that no impression should remain on 
the public mind, as if the witnesses might 
not have given full testimony from the in 

fluence of their personal apprehensions, He 
hoped and trusted the house would support its 
own intentions, and direct the Attorney Ge- 
neral to stay aera in the civil suit 
against Mr. Trotter; taking it for granted 
that the house would adopt that course, he 
should not object to the third reading of the 
bill.—The bill was then read a third time 
and passed ; and Mr. Whitbread was ordered 
to carry it to the lords. 

Sir W. Elford then moved, pursuant to his 
notice of yesterday, that the Attorney-Gene- 
ral be directed to stay all proceedings of ci- 
vil suit against Mr. ‘Trotter. ‘This “motion 
being seconded by Mr. R. Dundas, 

Sit W. Elford moved that the order of the 
house of the 25th of April, directing the 
Attorney-General to proceed against lord 
viscount Melville Mr. Trotter, &c. by a ci- 
vil suit, be read; which being read accord- 
ingly, he farther moved that so much of the 

* said order as relates to Mr. Trotter be dis- 
charged. 
Mr. Whitbread was of opinion that the 
blic were entitled to retribution, and as 
“3t was well known that Mr. Trotter had 
gained very ‘considerable emoluments in the 
public service, should it turn out. that those 
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had been unduly obtained, room should be 
left open for recovery. ‘The committee ap- 
pointed to draw up the Articles of Impeach. 
ment were originally of opinion that an ex- 
emption from criminal prosecution was all 
that was necessary to indemnify the wimness*. 
on this question, and great law authorities 
had since given it as their opinion, that being: 
exposed to a civil process could not justify a 
demurrer on the part of those witnesses. 
That point, however, had been teferred in 
another place to the twelve judges, and it 
was therefore premature to take it up before a 
judgment of such weight as that must neces- 
sarily be, was given. He was nor absolutely 
hostile to the motion, but thought it had 
betrer not be made in the present circum. 
stances. 

Mr. Kinnaird did not think it fair in the 
‘hon, bart. after what he must have heard had 
been done in another place, to come forward 
in this manner, and anticipate the decision 
of the judges, to whom that point had been 
referred. It had been determined in the 
other house, that nothing should be done to 
preclude proper resritution, should it afters 
wards appear necessary. He did not mean 
to say that this ought to influence the vote of 
the house, but certainly it should have great 
weight with them individually. In regard 
to the bias mentioned by the hon, bart. as 
likely to operate on the minds of the wit- 
nesses, in case of not receiving complete in- 
demnity, were he to give his opinion freely, 
he would say that that complete indemnity 
would have the contrary effect to that suggest. 
ed by the hon. bart. 

The Astoruey General was of opinion, that 
instead of adopting this motion, some inter- 
mediate measure might be resorted to, such as 
that ofa suspension of all civil proceedings, at 
least tillthe next session of parliament. In res 
gard to the high authorities alluded to, so far 
as he might be supposed to be alluded to, he 
could only say that he had always given ir as 
his opinion, that the .one proceeding could 
be no legal bar to the other, but at the same 
time hedid not wish to give his opinion what 
the effect of a civil suit might ul:imately be. 

Mr. C. Wynne approved of the idea suggest- 
ed by the learned gent. of suspending rather 
than dropping the proceeding in question, 
and confessed, that it appeared to him in a 
different light than it forming a part of the 
bill to be sent up to the lords, As doubts, 
however, existed on the subject, he did not 
think the house could be wartanted in re- 
scinding their former voie in the present cir- 
cumstances. 


Lord Henry Petty thought the proposition 
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of the hon. bart. in the circum- 
stances, extremely objectionable. Should it 
be thought expedient afterwards to rescind 
that resolution, it would still remain open 
for the consideration of the house after the 
twelve judges had delivered their opinion, 
. Sir Wy Elford said, his object in wishing 
the evidence to be free from all bias, was 
not to favour Jord Melville, but for the better 
obtaining of public justice. He agreed to 
withdraw his motion, and in the room of it 
moved, that the Attorney General be di- 
rected not to proceed in any civil suit against 


Mr. Trotter, till after the commencement 


of next session of parliament, which was or- 
dered. 
[Case or Cartan Warcut.|—Mr. 
Windham, in consequence of the notice that 
had been given by his hon. friend (sir Sidney 
Smith) yesterday, rose to. move for copies of 
the correspondence of government. relative 
to the case of captain Wright. When he 
first took the liberty of mentioning the sub- 
ject to the house, he doubted whether he 
should conclude by moving for the papers, or 
eonfine himself to a statement that might at- 
’ tract the attention of the house. His reason 
for having adopted the latter course was, be- 
_ @ause he thought the papers, when produced, 
would not shew the government and the 
- country in any advantageous light. It was 
not creditable to seek redress by indirect 
means, through the intercession or media- 
tion of other powers, when it ought to have 
been insisted upon as a matter of direct right. 
But his hon, friend (sir Sidney Smith), the 
gallant officer on the bench behind him, was 
of opinion, that the production of these pa 
pers would be of service to capt. Wright, by 
publishing to the country and Europe, the 
circumstances of his case ; and, with this view, 
the meant to conclude with a motion for the 
papers. The question to consider was, 
~ first, what was necessary for this country 
todo in order to maintain its dignity and 
independence ; and secondly, what was_ne- 
cessary to be done with a view to the re 
lief of capt. Wright, As to what was neces. 
sary to the country, he should only say, that 
if we were once to confess we durst not reta- 
liate, it would bean acknowledgement of in- 
feriority, which must in the end be fatal.— 
As to the second object, if we were to do to 
. the French as they did to us, it would have 
an effect on the feelings of the public in 
France, and on the military, and Bonaparte 
was‘not out of the reach of public opinion. — 
Besides, he might now be governed by more 
generous feelings than formerly :. having at- 


tained the summit of his ambition, he was 
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alive to fame, and not insensible to reproach, - 
He could not be insensible to the r 
having been actuated by motives of personal 
résentment against a gallant officer whom he 
first knew at Acre, by the share he had in 
the ever glotious and memorable exploit in 
defence of that place, The French ruler 
might therefore, from the influence of more 
generous feelings, not less than from the 
dread of the odium that he would encounter 
in France if the officers who might fall into. 
our hands should be treated with the same 
rigour as captain Wright, be induced to al. 
ter his conduct to that gallant officer, The - 
right hon. gent. concluded by moving, “ That 
an humble address be presented to his ma- 
jesty, that he will be graciously pleased to 
give directions, that there be laid before this 
house, copies of such correspondence as may 
have taken placé between his majesty’s go- 
vernment and the government of France, or 
with that of any other country, relative to. 
the treatment, or exchange, of capt. Wright, 
late of his majesty’s sloop Vincego, and now 
a prisoner of war in close confinement. in 
France.” 3 
Sir Si/n-y Smith in seconding the motion 
of his right hon. friend, felt that he was ac- 
quitting himself of a duty; a duty to his 
gallant friend, and a duty he owed to every 
officer in the navy. A natural question 
would arise in the minds of gentlemen who 
heard. him, what useful purpose was pro- 
posed to be answered by the production of 
the papers. To this he should answer, that 
three beneficial purposes would be promoted 
by it. First, it would afford a consolation 
to captain Wright in his solitary confinement, 
to find that he was not disowned by his go- 
veroment or by his country, and that the 
assertions of France with respect to him were 
not credited. He could from his personal 
knowledge assert, that captain Wright had 
been regularly employed io the service of his 
country. He held in his hand a document, 
written by captain Wright himself, which 
with the leave of the house he proposed to 
tread. This was the letter to the Admiralty, 
in which captain Wright solicited to be acti- 
vely employed in the service of his country, 
after the commencement of the war, This 
communication had been follewed by aa 
offer of the command of a sloop, which nok 
being then equipped ready for service, his 
gallant friend, anxious to be actively em, 
ployed, zealous for the service of his coun- 
ry, and perfectly fearless of danger, was ap- 
pointed to the command of the Vincego.— 
There were some circumstances attending 


the capture of that vessel, and the teeatigent 


of captain Wrigbt, which ‘might not. be 
known to many gentlemen. present, and 


which, perhaps, had never reached the pre- 
sent ruler of France. He should therefore, 
with the leave of the house, read a document 
on. that subject. And here he should say, 
that the general, who first denounced cap- 
tain Wright to the French government, 
might have had a wish to promote his views 
‘with his government, by a display of his 
zeal in its cause. ‘The document he alluded 
to was a letter from an officer of the Vince- 
o, giving an account of her capture, and the 
subsequent treatment of the captain and 
crew. This letter had been written by an 
officer’ of the vessel, and unquestionably 
without any view to the use now made of it. 
—The gallant officer here read the letter, of 
which the following is a copy: —‘* We have 
at length arrived at our place of rest (Ver- 
dun) after a fatiguing march of near 800 
miles. Captain Wright was separated from 
us at Vanes, and the men were afterwards 
taken from us at Verheuil: we were then 
conveyed to Paris, and lodged in the Ab- 
baye ; so soon, however, as it became dark, 
we were removed to the Temple, where we 
were confined seven weeks, three of which 
we passed in solitary confinement.—As, per- 
haps, you have heard the particulars of our 
being taken, I will give you a short account. 
During our long cruize in Quiberon Bay, 
we were continually engaged with the nu- 
merous gun-boats that passed from cne port 
to another with convoys; but having no pi- 
Jot, and they keeping close in shore, we 
were unable to do any thing decisive ; we, 
however, took two unarmed vessels, one a 
schooner, Jaden with flour, &c.; and the 
other, a national lugger, with 2000 oars for 
the gun-boats ; this last, from our want of 
men, we were obliged to destroy ; the other 
arrived safe in England. The day before we 
were taken, we drove a sloop and a lugger 
ashore, near St. Gelda’s. On the morning, 
at day-light, we discovered a number of ves- 
sels coming out of the Morbiban, and a cor- 
vette of 18 long 18-pounders lay at anchor 
close in shore. The.Vincego was at this 
time becalmed in a strong tides way, which 
drifted us close on a rock, which was avoided 
by dropping our anchor; when the tide 
slacked, having taken a poor man from a 
fishing boat as pilot, we attempted to take 
the Tennis. Passage, but {rom his fears or ig- 
norance, he was of no use, and went down 
low. We now trusted to chance. We 
“Were in a narrow and intricate passage, 
without an air of wind; numerous gun- 
Vor. Vs 


PARL. DEBATES, Jury 11, 1805.—Case of Captain Wright. 


[834 


boats coming rapidly.up with us; our men, 
who had been up all night, and had labour- 
ed three hours at the oars in a sultry morn- 
ing, where quite exhausted; and finding 
escape impossible, the captain ordered the 
ship’s broadside to be swept to, and an en- 
gagement was kept up against such fearful 
odds, for more than two hours, when our 
firing almost wholly ceased, three of the 
guns being dismounted, and the rest incum- 
bered with lumber, from the falling of ,the 
booms, their supporter having been shot 
away. ‘The men falling fast, the foremast 
nearly shot away, and the vessel nearly 
sinking, captain Wright was forced to hail 
that he had struck, just in time to save the 
lives of the few that could keep the deck, as 
the gun-boats were rowing up alongside, 
with numerous troops to board. He him- 
self was wounded in the thigh early in the 
action by a grape shot, but never left the 
deck. We lament his separation from us, 
as we would the absence of our dearest 
friends. His manners are those of a perfect 
gentleman; his abilities of the first class ; 
and his bravery only equalled by his gene- - 
rosity and humanity. In his deportment to 
his inferiors he appears in the most amiable 
point of view, it being that-of a kind and 
benevolent father. “Indeed I have not words 
to express my admiration of his character.” 
—Here the hon. and gallant officer was so 
overpowered by the weight of his feelings, 
that he was for some time deprived of arti- 
culation, and in the end obliged to break off 
abruptly. 
‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer said, he 
had no sort of objection to the production of 
the papers moved for by the right hon. gent, 
As there was no objection to their produc 
tion, it was not desirable to make any obser 
vation upon them in the present instance, 
When the papers should be on the table, the 
house would be able to judge of what had 
been done, as well as whether any further 
steps were necessary. But, as the motion 
then stcod, it appeared to him that some ad- 
ditional papers were necessary in order to 
bring the matter fully before the house.— 
The motion was then agreed to, as also, on: ~ 
the motion of the chancellor of the exche- 
quer, ‘* that there be laid before the house 
a copy of a letter from William Marsden, 
esq,, to Edward Cooke, esq., under secretary 
of state, dated the 17th of July, 1804, with 
a copy of its inclosure, from Mr. Riviere, of 
the marine department at Paris. And also, 
a copy of a letter from Edward Cooke, esq., 
to William Marsden, esq., secretary to the 
3H 
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jJords commissioners of the admiralty, in 

answer thereto, dated the 28th August, 1804.” 
[Turrp Navat Report.) Sir 4. Ham- 
ond, pursuant to notice moved, that there 
be laid before the house a copy of the me- 
morial of the commissioners of the navy, in 

‘answer to the third report of the commis- 
sioners of naval enquiry. _ 

* .The Speaker observed, that it was usual 
to allow hon. members, when affected by 

any particular charge, to be heard in their 

justification, or to present a petition on the 
subject. It was alsocompetent to the house 
to order any official document from any de- 
rtment of the executive government. But 
ir would be for the house to consider how 
far the paper moved for by the hon. baronet, 
being a memorial from the commissioners 
of the navy, was or was not of either de- 
scription, . 

Sir A. Hamond observed, by what had 
fallen from the chair, that his motion was 
irregular, and expressed his willingness 
either to move for the paper as a petition, or 
a letter. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer thought 
that the regular mode would be to move for 
a copy of the letter of the admiralty, in- 
closing the memorial of the commissioners 
of the navy. 

The Speaker agreed, that in that shape 
the paper would come under the description 
of an official document. 

‘Mr. W. Dickenson stated the reason why 
the admiralty commissioners had not laid 
the memorial before the house to be, that 
it was a memorial from the commissioners 
of the nayy to the house, transmitted to them 
for their inspection, and they had thought it 
would come more regularly before the house 

from the commissioners of the navy. 

Mr. Kinnaird had heard with pleasure 
what had fallen from the chair. A memo- 
rial could not be presented as a petition, be- 
cause no prayer was to be found in it. He 
thought it rather extraordinary that the third 
report of the naval enquiry should have been 
two years on the table, without any notice 
being taken of it; and that now, on the 
day preceding the expected separation of 
parliament, a motion should be made for 
the production of a memorial in answer to 

jt. ‘This motion ought to have been made 
earlier in the session, when tne whole sub- 

ject should have been taken into considera- 

. ‘tion. ere the commissioners of the navy 
reparing answers to all the reports ? - Did 

they mean to answer the sixth report, 
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which contained serious charges against them 
by memorial ? The more manly and can. 
did way would have been to have moved, 
that the report be taken into consideration, 

Sir 4. Hamond the reasons as. 
signed by him on a former oecasion for not 
having brought the subject forward before, 
He had lost no time.after the report had 
been laid before the-house, in acquainting 
the first lord of the admiralty that the na 
board wished to have the charges upon them 
fully investigated, but he could not obtain 
his consent to lay the memorial before the 
house. 

Mr. Giles ‘observed, that when the me- 
morial had been Jaid before the first lord of 
the admiralty, in answer to the first report, it 
was considered by him so offensive, that he 
said if it were laid before the house, he 
should look upon it as a personal insult. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer observed, 
that if the first lord had said that he would 
have looked upon the production of the me- 
morial in answer to the first report as a per- 
sonal insult, that was a reason why the com- 
missioners of the navy should not consult 
him on the subject of the memorial in an- 
swer to this report. _ 

Sir C. M. Pole thought it necessary to 
guard the house and the public againi$t the 
effect of receiving a memorial which was but 
the assertion of persons against whom se- 
rious charges existed, for a neglect of their 
duty. He did not mean to object to the mo- 
tion, but the papers moved for contained 
only the assertions of the commissioners of 
the navy, and not on oath. The commis: 
sioners of inquiry had discharged their du 
with zeal and fidelity, in the arduous tas 
that had been intrusted to them, and under 

culiar difficulties. From the calumnies 
hat were thrown out against them in the 
house, and perhaps out of it, he thought it 
was impossible for them to carry on the bus 
siness-for which they had been appointed. 
They had discharged their duty under the bill 
now within a few hours of expiring, and he 
took the opportunity of saying, that he really 
thought it would be impossible for . them to 
go on any longer with benefit to the public. 
He hoped the house would find before next 
sessian of parliament persons more capable 
of doing the business; he was sure they 
could not find any that would do it with more 
zeal or fidelity. 

The Secretary at War wished to. know 
who ever doubted the zeal of the hon. gent,? 
The question now was, whether, when s¢: 
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ious charges were preferred against the com- 
coe af the ig they should be al- 
lowed to give in their answer to such charges? 
_ Mr. Hinnaied would not object to the 
motion, provided the memorial was not to 


~. be considered as an answer to the report, 


being ey assertions, without the sanction 
of an oath. 

The Attorney General thought the memo- 
rial could not be considered in any other 


- Jight, than as an answer to the report. The 


house could not know on what grounds the 
commissioners of naval enquiry could not, 
as stated by the hon. baronet, proceed with 
the business of their enquiry. It was com- 
petent to any hon. member to move, that 
any of the reports be taken into consideration. 
Mr. Johnstone protested against the allow- 
ing the assertions of the party accused by the 
report to have equal weight with the report. 
Mr. Canning protested also againt the doc- 
trine of not hearing the accused party. It 
must be recollected, that in the eleventh re- 
the commissionets of naval enquiry had 
thrown out charges against the navy board, 
which were afterwards examined by the 
committee of the house, and the navy board 
were found not to have Leen at all in fault. 
A similar thing might again occur. Even 
the tenth report was revised by a committee, 
and evidence heard before the bills were 
_— which were grounded on it. Such 


d been the constant practice pf the house, 


as prescribed by the rules of justice—The 
motion of sir A. Hamond was agreed to. 
[Fiwanciat Prorositions.]—Mr. John- 


_stone moved the order of the day for resum- 


ing the debate on his financial propositions, 
see p. 754. Thehon. gent. then moved one 
of his resolutions after a brief statement, 
that he had the satisfaction to find that the 
tight hon. the chancellor of the exchequer 
agreed in most of his resolutions. 


_. The Chancellor of the Exchequer observ- 


ed, that he had no objection to agree to ma- 
ny of the hon. gent.’s resolutions in precise- 
ly the same words, and that others of them 
he proposed to alter the form of. —The reso- 
lutions were then severally put, and such of 
theoriginal ones as were to be altered, were 
got rid of by the previous question, and thdse 


proposed by the chancellor of the exche- 


quer agreed to in their stead.—Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, July’ 12. 
or Craim.—The Lord 
Chancellor stated the result of the delikera- 


tions of the committee respecting the mes- 
sage sent by the commons, in answer’ to a 
message from their lordships, of the 5th in- 


stant, desiring that they would communi- 


cate the evidence on which the facts stated 
in the duke of Atholl’s compensation bill 
were founded, and which the commons re- 
fused. His lordship moved, in consequence, 
that a message should be sent to the com- 
mons, stating, that the message sent by 
their lordships on the 5th instant, appeared 
to them to be conformable to the practice of 
parliament, such practice having been for 
the commons to communicate to the lords 
evidence touching facts stated in any bill.sent 
up from the commons to their lordships 
house. This mode of proceeding the noblz 
and learned lord ccnceived to be the best, as 
it evidently appeared by a precedent in 1786, 
that the commons then considered that 
though they could not communicate infor- 
mation generally with respect to the reasons 
on which they had grounded a bill, that they 
could and did then. communicate evidence 
relating to the facts stated in such bill. He 
conceived therefore that the message which 
he had moved to be sent to the commons 
would be a satisfactory explanation of the 
opinion of the house upon this subject, 
whilst it would at the same time save their 
lordships privileges—The message was im- 
mediately sent to the house of commons. 

{Kine’s Lord Chan-, 
cellor then stated that his majesty had 
been pleased to issue two commissions, 
one for giving the royal assent to cer- 
tain bills, and the other for proroguing 
parliament. ‘The house was adjourned for a 
short time, after which the archbishop of 
Canterbury, the lord Chancellor, earl Cam- 
den, and lord Hawkesbury came in in their 
robes, and took their seats as his majesty’s 
commissioners. The deputy usher of the 
black rod was sent to require the attendance 
of the commons. Afier some time had 
elapsed, the speaker, attended by the whole 
house, appeared at the bar, when the royal... 
assent was given by commission to the Con- 
solidated Fund bill, the duke of Atholl’s 
Compensation bill, the Plate Glass Duty bill, 
the Members of Parliament Bankrupt Privi- 
lege bill, the Impeachment Proceedings Con- 
tinuation bill, Trotter’s Indemnity bill,. the 
Smuggling Prevention bill, the Townleian 
Collection bill, the Camberwell. Water 
Works bill, the Thames Tunnel bill, the 
Paddington Canal Coal bill, ‘the Maidstone 
Poor bill and four private bills. 

The Lord Chancellor then, in his majes- 
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’s name, delivered the following speech: 
We have it in’commiand from his majesty 
to express the satisfaction with which he has 
observed the proofs you have givén in the 
present session of your constant regard for 
the honour of his crown, and the interests 
of his dominions ; and particularly the: mea- 
sures which you have adopted for strength- 
ening his ‘majesty’s haids -at this important 
conjuncture, by the augmentation of the 
disposable military force of the kingdom.” 

’ © Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 
- His majesty has directed us particularly 

to thank yor in his majesty’s name, for ‘the 

zeal and liberality with which you have 
granted the large supplies which the necessi- 

_ ty of the public service has required. 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 

His majesty has not yet been enabled to 
communicate to you the result of the nego- 
tiations in which he is engaged with powers 
on the continent ; but you may rest assuted 
that no step will be omitted on his majesty’s 
part, for promoting such a concert as may 
afford the best prospect of restoring general 
and permanent tranquillity ; or may, if ne- 
‘cessaty, furnish the means of repelling with 
vigour the continued encroachments on the 
‘part of the French government, which 
‘threaten, every day more and more, the li- 
berty and independence of all che nations of 

Europe.” 

_ Then thé commission for proroguing the 
parliament was read. After which — 

The Lord Chancellor said : ~ 

«« My Lords and Gentlemen, 

_ By virtue of his majesty’s commission un- 
der the great seal, to us and other lords di- 
rected, and now read, we do, in his majes- 

‘ty’s name, and in obedience to his com- 
mands, prorogue this parliament to Thurs- 

‘day the 22d day of August next, to be then 
here hoiden ; and this parliament is accord- 
ingly prorogued to Thursday the 22d day of 
August next.”—The commons then with- 

_ drew from the bar, and their lordships re- 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 12. 
(Memortat or THE Navy Boarp 1n 


ANSWER TO THE TuiRD Nava Report.] 


‘Mr. Dickenson, jun. presented to the 
house, pursuant to their order ; acopy of a 
letter from the navy board to William Mars- 
den, esq. dated 4th July 1804, inclosing a 
memorial t&the house of commons, in an- 


swer to the third report of the commission. 


ers of naval enquiry.—On the motion that: 


this letter, &c. should be Jaid on the table, - 

Mr. Kinnatrd rose and expressed his sur. 
prise that a document of this nature should 
have been brought before the house ‘at ‘this 


very late period of the. session, and his re. . 


gret that he should, from a sense of duty, 
feel himself obliged to interupt the tranquil. 
lity of the house by opposing the present 
motion. It was in his mind, and he beliey- 
edin that of every dispassionate man, a mat: 
ter of astonishment, that this paper should 
have been brought forward that day, in pre- 
cisely the same objectionable form which 
urged gentlemen to resist the order for its 
production the preceding day. After the 
observation which the house had heard from 
the chair, the circumstance was peculiarly 
remarkable. - But the hon. gent. who made 
the motion, seemed to imagine that his in- 
genuity had contrived to evade the objections 
of the chair; that hon. gent. probably fan- 
cied that by enclosing the memorial of the 
navy board in a letter to the lords of ‘the ad- 
miralty, every difficulty as to form was ob- 
viated. He, however, conceived that the 
hon. gent. was mistaken, and that mistake, 
as it related to the proper form of present- 
ing papers to that house, which was a consi- 
deration by no means unimportant, was in 
his judgment fatal to this motion. | It was 
insulting to the house to attempt to press the 
introduction of a paper in this shape, and 
the attempt itself was, under such circura- 


rstances, a most unworthy expedient. What! 
fto make the admiralty the channel of com- 


munication with that house ; to make a cor- 
respondence with the one the mode of ad- 
dressing the other! The thing was not to be 
allowed, and he trusted the same objections 


to such a course which the house had heard 


‘(oo 


the preceding day from the chair, would be f 


again pressed that day. The mode of pro- 
cedure resorted to on this occasion, the hon. 
gent. was clearly of opinion, betrayed a fear 
of enquiry on the part of the ‘navy “board, 


He sincerely believed that it would go forth 5 


to the country that such a fear was entertain- 


ed, that the navy board, far from being 


anxious for inquiry into their conduct, 


sought the shelter of official authority, and: 


were forward to avail themselves - f expe 
dients. Independently of the reasons offer 
ed the preceding day against the production 
of these papers, the hon. gent. observed, that 
an argument sufficiently strong to justify op- 
had siiice occurred. ‘The house had 

eard a declaration from one of the respect 
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able commissioners of naval inquiry, (sir C. 
Pole) which served to shew how much the 
calumny of ‘office was employed to depre- 
tiate that highly meriforious commission. 
To tefute, to expose the injustice of such ca- 
lumny, nothing but inquiry was necessary 
- with respect to’ the naval commissioners, 
and he challenged the ‘hon. baronet (sir A. 
§, Hamond) to eniter upon it, not in any ir- 
_ clandestine manner ; not under the 
"patronage of office, but in the face of day, 
and before acommittee of that house. Be- 
fore such a committee, before any fair tribu- 
nal, the commissioners of naval inquiry were 
' geady to submit their conduct to the fullest 
and closest investigation. They wished for 
“4nquiry, in order to guard against misrepre- 
sentation ; in order to provide against the 
impression which the insinuations of gentle- 
men on the treasury bench were calculated 
to produce. The nature, indeed, of such in- 
‘sinuations was such, that, combined with 
impediments thrown in the way of the na- 
yal commissioners, and the obloquy to which 
they were subjected through the activity of 
official slander, it peculiarly behoved the 
‘house to take care that no document should 
go abroad, such, probably, as that to which 
the motic2 referred, which might in any de- 
gree tend to give the warrant or authority of 
its name to any censure upon the naval com- 
missioners. If such censure were pro- 
nounced, if the prejudices of those who had 
such ample means of inforcing their slanders 
were supported by the authority of that 
house, there was but too much reason to ap- 
prehend that, before next sessions, the 
country might be deprived of the services of 
those eminently deserving men, who never 
could be deprived of the gratitude of their 
countrymen, and who possessed, he was 
fully satisfied, the approbation of a decided 
majority of that house, and the confidence of 
all the intelligent impartial men in the 
country. This consideraaon would, he 
trusted, in addition to the conscionsness of 
their own rectitude, induce the gentlemen 
who composed the naval commission to look 
down with scorn on their calumniators, and, 
spurning the efforts used to impede their 
exertions, to prosecute the course in which 
they had been heretofore engaged so much 
to their own honour and the public benefit. 
—The hon. member alluded to’some of the 
‘arguments used the preceding day, when he 
was ealled to order by Mr. S. Bourne, who 
pronounced that kind of allusion disorderly. 
The Speaker stated, that it was certainly 
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not'correct to refer to arguments uséed*in a 
former debate. 

Mr. Kinnaird resumed. . It had been said 
by the gent. opposite, that an anxiety had 
been shewn to avoid any inquiry into the 
conduct of the late-admiralty board by the. 
disposition which was ‘manifested ‘to resist 
the introduction of this paper. ‘In*answer 
to this he should declare, that nothing could 
be more consonant to the wish of that board, 
than that a full and fair investigation of their 
conduct should-be instituted. But what in- 
vestigation? what inquiry? One by this 
house: not merely the calumnious assertions 
of persons now in office. “It was, in his opi- 
nion, a great reproach to the gentlemen. op- 
posite; it was in the highest degree deroga- 
tory to their character, that they were not 
prepared to demand an inquiry, (a proper in- 
quiry) by a committee of the house of com- 
mons. He regretted more particularly, after 
the declaration made by the hon: baronet 
last night, that they had not enough of fait- 
ness in their disposition, or of confidence in 
their innocence to’ demand such an inquiry. 
He considered it as very extraordinary, that 
at so late a period of the session such a me- 
morial should be presented at-all ; he should 
consider it still more extraordinary if it were 
received after what had been declared from 
the chair the preceding night, that this was 
not tae proper mode of presenting such a 
memorial. 

Sir 4. S. Hamond spoke to order. He ap- 
pealed to the speaker, whether or not the 
mode in which the memorial had been pre- 
sented was not in strict conformity to his ob- 
servations. 

The Speaker observed, that to the way in 
which the memorial had been originally of- 
fered, he had certainly urged as an objec- 
tion, that it was irregular in such a manner 
to receive the memorial of individuals. He 
had then stated two ways by which the facts 
contained in that memorial could be intro- 
duced to the knowledge of the house. The 
first was by means of a petition from the 
commissioners of the navy, pleading griev- 
ances and praying for redress; the other b 
moving for the production of such official 
correspondence as might contain the matter 
which it was deemed desirable to lay before 
the house. On the 30th of April a similar 
mode had been adopted, in conformity to 
which the motion of yesterday had been 
framed. 

Mr. Sheridan requested 


that the debate 
might be suspended for a few minutes, to 
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on him to present a petition from captain 
“Wood relative to the conduct. of admiral 
‘Duckworth in the West Indies. The serjeant 


oo then announced a message from the 


Mr. Sheridan, however, seemed desirous 


_ of proceeding, when 


The Speaker said, that, conformably to 
the usage of parliament, when messengers 
from the lords demanded admittance, they 
should be called in, even in the midst of a 
debate.—The message was, that the lords 
had commanded them to acquaint this house, 
** that the lords have taken the message of 
the commons, of the fifth day of July in- 
stant, relating to the message of the lords, 


reqtiesting the commons to communicate to | 


the lords the evidence upon which they pass- 
ed the bill, intituled, an act for settling and 


_securing a certain annuity on John now duke 


of Atholl, and the heirs general of the se- 
venth earl of Derby, and inform the com- 
mons,. that the lords intended, by their 
message, to request the commons to com- 
miunicate the information laid before the 
commons relating to the facts stated in the 
said bill as the ground and foundation there- 
of; and the lords conceive, that it is accord- 
ing-to the practice of parliament for the lords 


touching bills passed by them.” The meg 


- 


to request of the commons such information 


sengers having withdrawn, it was ordered on 
the motion of lord Glenbervie, ‘ that q 
message be sent to the lords, to acquaint 
their lordships, that the commons have taken 
their lordships message, of this day, into 
consideration ; but inasmuch as the nature 
of the bill, mentioned in their lordships | 
message, was for the express purpose of 
making a disposition of public money, the 
commons conceive that the claim asserted in 
their lordships message is not warranted b 
the practice of parliament, and doth intreadl 
upon the rights and privileges of the com- 
mons, from which they can never depart,” 
The deputy usher of the black rod then made 
his appearance, and desired the attendance 
of the house in the house of peers, to hear 
the lords commissioners give the royal as. 
sent to several public and private bills, 
The speaker, with the whole of the mem-. 
bers present, went ap accordingly to the 
house of lords, and on his réturn, calling 
the members round the tat!e, read to thema 
copy of the speech; after which the mem- 
bers separated—Thus ended the third ses- 
sion of the second parliament of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 
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LIST OF PUBLIC ACTS 
Passed in the Third Session of the Second Parliament of the United Kingdom of Great 


Britain and Ireland, and in the 45th "Year of the Reign of His present Majesty, 


George III. with the Date of their meeting the Royal Assent. 


Cane: 1. An Act for continuing and granting 
to His Majesty certain Duties u Malt in 

Great Britain, forthe Service of the Year 1805. 
[ath Feb.] 

a. An Act for continuing and granting to His 
Majesty a Duty on Pensions, Offices, and personal 
Estates, in England, and certain Duties on Sugar, 
Malt, Tobacco, and Snuff, in Great Britain, for 
the Service of the Year 1805. [7th Feb.] 

3e An Act to remedy ccrtain Omissions in an 
Act, passed in the last Session of Parliament, in- 
tituled, ‘ An Act for the Relief of certain Insol- 
vent Debtors.’ [7th Feb.] 

4. An Act to continue, until Six Weeks after 
the Commencement of the next Session of Par- 
liament, an Act, made in the last Session of Par- 
Jiament, for continuing an Act to empower the 
Lord Lieutenant, or other Chief Governor or 
Governors of Ireland, to 4 pn and detain 
such Persons as he or they shall suspect for con- 
spiring against His Majes:y’s Person and Govern- 
ment, [22d Feb.] 

5. An Act for explaining and amending an Act, 
made in the Forty-third Year of His present Ma- 
jesty, for consolidating certain of the Provisions 
contained in any Act or Acts relating to the Dus 
ties under the Management of the Commissioners 
for the Affairs of Taxes, and for amending the 
same, so far as relates to the Power of acting as 
Commissioners in certain Districts. [22d Feb. 

6. An Act to indemnify such Persons ia the 
United Kingdom as have omitted to qualify them- 
selves for Offices and {mp!oyments, and for ex- 
tending the Times limited for those Purposes re- 
spectively, until the Twenry fifth Day of De- 
cember 1805; to permit such Persons in Great 
Britain as have omirtéd to make and file Athdavits 
of the Execution of Indentures of Clerks to At- 
tornies and Solicitors to make and file the same, 
on or before the first Day of Michaelmas Term 


7. An Act for raising the Sum of Three Mil- 
lions by Loans on Exchequer Bills, for the Service 
of Great Britain, for the Year 1805. [22d Feb.] 

8. An Act for amending an Act, passed in the 
last Session of Parliament, for granting additional 
Annuities to the Propri: tors of Stock, created by 
two Acts, passed in the Thirty-seventh and For- 
ty-second Years of His present Majesty. [ist 
March. | 
__ 9 An Act for allowing Vessels employed in the 
Greenland Whale-fishery to complete their full 
Number.of Men at certain Ports for the present 
Season. [1st March.] 

jo. An Act for making further Provision for 
the effectual Performance of Quarantine. 12th 
March. j 

a1. An Act for granting certain additional 
Rates and Duties in Great Britain on the Con- 
veyance of Letters. [t-th March.] 

12. An Act for raising the Sum of Twenty-two 
Millions Five Hundred Thousand Poyads hy way 


pf Anguities, {rath March ] 


13. An Act for granting to His Majesty addi- 
tional Duties in Great Britain on Horses used in 
riding or for drawing certain Carriages, and for 
consolidating the said additional Duties with che. 
present.Duties thereon. [18th March ] 

14. An Act for granting additional Duties on 
Salt in Great Britain. [18th March. ] 


15. An Act for granting to His Majesty addi-_ 


tional Duties in Great Britain on the Amount of 
Assessments to be charged on the Profits arising. 
from Property, Professions, Trades, and Offices. 
[18th March. 

16. An Act for punishing Mutiny and Deser- 
tion, and for the better Payment of the Army 
and their Quarters. [18th March.] | 

17. An Act for the Regulation of His Majesty's 
Royal Marine Forces while on Shore. [22d 
March.] 

18. An Act for granting to His Majesty, until 
the 25th Day of March 1306, certain Rates and 
Duties, and to allow certain Drawbacks and 
Bounties, upon Goods, Wares, and Merchandize, 
imported into, aud exported from, Ireland, in 
lieu of former Rates and Duties, Drawbacks, and 
Bounties. [25th March.] 

19. An Act for granting to His Majesty, @ntil 
the 25th Day of March 1806, certain inland Duties 
of Excise and Taxes in Ireland, in licuof former 
Duties of Excise and Taxes. March. ] 

20. An Act for granting to His Majesty certain 
Stamp Duties in Ireland. [25th March. ] 

21. An Act for repealing certain Duties upon 
Letiers and Packets sent by the Post within Ire- 
land, and granting other Duties in lieu thereof. 
(25ch March.] 

22. An Act for granting to His Majesty 2 Duty 
upon Malt made in Ireland, and ypon Spirits 
made or distilled in Ircland, for the Year 1805, 
[25th March. ] 

23. An Act to continue, until the 25th Day of 
March 1806, and to amend, several Acts for ree 
gulating the Drawbacks and Bounties on the Ex- 
portation of Sugar from Ireland. {25th March.] 

24. An Act tor further continuing, until the 
2th Day of March 18c6, an Act, passedin the 
Forty-third Year of His present Majesty, for dis- 
continu:ng certain Drawbacks and Boynties on 
the Exportation of Sugar from Great Britain, and 
for allowing other Drawbacks and Bounties in 
lieuthereof. {25th March.] 

25. An Act to continue an Act for suspend. 
ing the Operation of an Act, of the Seventeenth 
Yearof His present Majesty, for restraining the 
Negotiation of Promissory Noses and Bills of Ex- 
change, under a limited Sum, in Englaad, until 
Six Months after a Ratification of a deficitive 
Treaty of Peace. [25th March.] 

26. An Act for continuing several Laws se- 
lating to the permitting the Warehousing of 
Spirits in Ireland for Exportation; for charging 


a Duty on the same when taken out for ,Home 


Consumption ; and for regulating the Exportation 
to Great Britain of spirits not warghoused, yatil 
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the 29th Day of September 1805 ; to the prohibit- 
ing the Exportation from, and vermirting the 
Importation to, Great Britain of Corn, «and for 
allowing the Importation‘of other Articles of 
Provision without Payment of Duty, andto the- 
prohibiting the /xportation from Ireland of. Corn, 
or Potatoes, or other Provisions, and to the per- 
Mitting the Impo-tation into Ireland of -Corn, 
Fish, and Provisions, without Payment of Dury, 
until the wenty-fiith Day of March 1806. [25th 
March.] 

27. An’Act to enable the Lords Commissioners 
of fis Mejesty’s Treasury of Great-Britain to issue 
Exchequer Bills, on the Credit of such Aids or 
Supplies as have been, or shall be, granted by 
Parliament for the Service of Great-Britain, for 
the Year 1825. [25th March.]} 

28. An Act for granting to His Majesty ad- 
ditional Stamp Duties, in Great-Britain on certain 
Legacies. [sth April.] 

29. Ag Act for granting to His Majesty addi- 
tional Duies, within Great-Britain, on certain 
Goods, Wares, and Merchandize, imported into, 
or brought or carried coastwise. [5th April.] 

30. An Act for granting to His Majesty several 
adduional Duties of Excise in Great Britain, 
{sth April.] 

3%. An Act for allowing a certain Proportion 
‘of the Militia in Great Britain voluntarily to en- 
list into His Majesty's Regular Forces and Royal 
Marines. April.} 

32. An Act for granting to Foreign Ships put 
under His Majesty’s Protection the Privileges of 
Prize Ships, under ce:tain Regulations. and Re- 
strictions, and for allowing Aliens in Foreign 
Colonies surrendered to His Majesty to exercise 
the Occupations of Merchants or Factors, during 
the present War, and until Six Months after the 
Ratification of a Definitive Treaty of Peace. 

roth April. ] 7 

33- An Actto make valid certain Licences, grant- 
ed by virtue of an Order in Council, for allowing 
the Importation and Exportation of certain Goods 
and Merchandize from and to Spain in Neutral 
Wessels, and for indemnifying all Persons con- 
cerned in advising such Order, or granting or 
acting under such Licences. [roth April.] 
34+ An Act to permit the Importation of Goods 

and Commodities from Countries in America, 
belonging to any Foreign European Sovereign or 
State, in Neutra! Ships, during the present War. 
aod amil Six Months after the Ratification of 
a Definitive Treaty ot Peace. [roth April.] 

35- Am Act to continue uot.) the First Day of 
June 1806, and amend an Act, passed in the 
37th Year of His present Majesty’s Reign, for 
carrying into Fxecution the Treaty of Amity, 
Conimerce and Navigation, between His Majesty 
the Uniced States of America, [roth April. 

6. An Act to enable the East- India Company 
to appoint the Commander in Chief on the Bengal 
Establishment to be a Member of the Council 
of Fort William in Bengal; notwithstanding the 
Office of Governor-General of Fort Willtam and 
the Office of Commander in Chief of all the Forces 
in India being vested in the same Person, [roth 
“April. 

a 4 he Act for increasing the Rates of Sub- 
si:tence to be paid to Innkeepers and others on 
‘quartering Soldiers. [roth April.] 


~" 38. An Act for allowing a certain Proportion’ 


of the Militia in Weland voluntarily to enlist into 
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Forces, and Royal Marines. [rith 
April). 
39- I, Act to continue, until the 29th Day 
of September 1805, and amend an Act, made in 
the Parliament of Ireland in the goth Year of, 
‘His present Majesty, for better. regulating the 
issuing and, granting of Permits and (crtificates 
fer the Conveyance and Protection of Trade ig 
exciscable Goods therein-mentioned, and to pres, 
-vent-Frands by Dealers in, or Retailers of, such 
Goods, so far.as the same respects Permits for! 
Spirits or Spiritous Liquors. [rith April.) 
4o- An .ct for raising the Sum of One Mik, 
lion Five Hundred Thousand Pounds, by way of 
Aunuities, for the Service of Ireland. [17th May.] 
41. An Act for restraining the canta 
‘certain Promissory Notes and laland Bills of Exe 
change in Ireland. [17th May.) 
42. An Act to extend the Provisions of an 
Act, made in the last Session of Pariiament, 
for preventing che counterteiting of certain 
the Banks of Enpland and 
Ireland respectively, to Silver Pieces which may 
beissucd by the Governor and Company of the 
Bank of Ireland, called Tokens, and to promote 
the Circulation of the said Tokens. [17th May.] 
43. An Act to amend the Laws for improving 
and keeping in Repair, the Post Roads in lreland, 
and for rendering the Conveyance of Letters by 
His Majesty's Post Office more secure and expe? 
ditious, [17th May.] ‘ 
44- An Act for repealing so much of an Act, 
made in the 34th Year of His present Majesty, 
as exempts Slate, the Value whereof shall not 
exceed Twenty Shillings per Ton, brought coast« 
wise within Great Britain, from the Duty thereby 
granted. [sth June.] 
' 45. An Act for making perpetual certain ad- 
ditional Duties of Excise on Wine imported into 
Great Britain, granted by two Acts, passed in 
the 43d and 44th Years of His present Majesty; 
and to allow a Wrawback of the said Duties to 
Admirals, Captains, and other commissioned 
Officers, for Wine consumed on board His Mas 
jesty’s Ships of War. [5th June.] 
46. An Act to continue until the End of the next 
Session of Parliament, and amend an Act, madé 
in the 43d Year of His present Majesty, for ap- 
pointing Commissioners to enquire and examine 
into any daregelarisics, Frauds, or Abuses, which 
are or have been practised by Persons employed 
in the, several Naval Departments therein men- 
uoned. [5th June.] 
47+ An Act to appoint Commissioners to enquire 
and examine into the Public Expenditure, a 
the Conduct of Public Business in the Milita 
Departments therein mentioned; and to rhe 
such Observations as shall occur to them for cor 
recting or preventing any Abuses and Irregtla 
‘ities, and for the better conducting and ma- 
naging the Business of the said Departments, 
to cootinue in force for Two Years, and from 
thence until the Expiration of Six Weeks after 
the Commencement of the thea next Session of 
Parliament. [th June.] 
48. An Act for appointing Commissioners for 
putting ioto Execution an Act of this Session 
of Parliament, for continuing and granting 10 
His Majesty a Duty on Pensions, Offices, an 
personal Estates, in England, and certain Duties 
on fugar, Malt, Tobacco, and Snuff, in Great 
Britain, for the Service of the Year 1805; ant 
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gn Act, made in the 38th Year of His present 
Majesty, for granting an Aid to His Majesty, by 
a Land Tax to be raised in Great Britain, for 
the Service of the Year 1798. [sth June.] 

749. An Act to repeal certain Parts of an Act, 
made in the 43d Year of His present Majesty, 
for granting a Contribution en the Profits arising 
from ip ste Provisions, Trades, and Offices, 
and to consolidate and render more effectual the 
Provisions for gollecting the said Duties. [sth 

une. 
eas Act for regulating Licences for. the 
Sale of spirituous Liquors, Wine, Bees, Ale, and 
Cyder, by retail, and for discouraging the im- 
moderate .use Of Spirituous Liquors io Irelagd. 

st. An Act for granting to His Majesty cer 
tain additional Stamp Duties, for amending the 
Laws relating to the Stamp Duties, and for in- 
demnifying Persons who have acted as Notaries 


Public, — ing duly licensed, in Ireland. : 


[27th June. 

52. An Act for the better Regulation of Li- 
cences to Persons in Ireland dealing in exciseable 
Commodities, and engaged in the several Occu 
pations therein mentioned. {27th June. 

§3- An Act for the Collection of the Malt 
Duties in Irgland, and regulating the Trade of a 
Malster. [27th June.] 

54. An Act to amend an Act, made in the gth 
Year of King one the First, for amending 
the Laws relating to the Settlement, Employment, 
and Relief of the Poor, so far as the same re- 
spects Coviracts to be entered into for the Main- 
peace and Employment of the Poor. [27th 

une. 

55. An Act to amend an Act, made in the 
2sth Year of His present Majesty, for better 
examining and auditing the Public Accounts of 
this Kingdom, and for enabling the Commis- 
sioners in certain Cases to allow of Vouchers 
although not stamped according to Law. [27th 
June 

56. An Act for further continuing, until the 
1st Day of lebruary 1809, au Act, made in the 
27th Year of His present Majesty, tor enabling 
the Commissioners of the Treasury to let to farm 
the Duties on Horses, ler to hire for travelling 
Post, and by Time. [27th June.] 

57- An Act to consolidate and extend the 
several Laws now in force for allowing the Im- 
portation and Exportation of certain Goods and 
Merchandize into and from certain Ports in the 
West-Indies. [27th June.] 

58. An Act to repeal an Act, made in the 
23d Year af His present Majesty, for the better 
Regulation of the Office of Paymaster-General 
of His Majesty’s Forces, and the more regular 
Payment of the Armyy and for the more ef- 
fectually regulating the said Office. [27th June.] 

59. An Act for amending an Act, pas:ed in 
the Parliamen: of Ireland, ig the 35th Year of 
His present Majesty, for regulating the Election 
of Members to serve in Patliament, so far as 
relates to Frceholds undeg the yearly value of 
T ria 4 Pounds, and to making further and 
other Regulations relating thereto. [27th june.) 

60. An Act for making Allowances in certain 
Cises to Subaltern Officers of the Militia of Great 
Britain while disembodied. June.) 

61. An Act to revive, aud further contiaue, 
a the 2 . Day of March 1806, aad ameud so 
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much of an Act, made in the 39th and goth Years: 
of His present Majesty, as grants certain Allow- 
ances to Adjutants and Serjeant Majors of the 
Militia of England disembodied under an Act of 
the same Session of Parliament. {27th June.j 

62. An Act for defraying the Charge of the 
Pay and Clothing of the Militia in Great Britain 
for the Year 1805. [27th June.] 

63. An Act for defraying, until the 25th Day 
of March 1806, the Charge of the Pay and Clo- 


‘thing of the Militia of Ireland ; for holdingCourts 


Martial on Serjeant Majors, Serjeants, Corporals, 
and Drummers, for Offences committed during 
the Time such Militia shall not be- embodied; 
and for makiag-Allowances in certain Cases to 


Subaltern Officers of the said Militia during Peace. 


(27th June.) 

64. An Act to amend an Act, made in the 41st 
Year of His present Majesty, for granting Boun- 
ties for taking and bringing Fish to the Cities of 
London and Westminster, and other Places in the 
United Kingdom. [27th June] 

65. An Act to continue, until the 29th Day 
of depiniines 1806, and from thence yotil the 
End of the then next Session of Parliament, for 
appointing Commissioners to enquire into the 
Fees, Gratuities, Perquisites, and Emoluments, 
which are or have been lately received into the 


several Public Offices in Ireland therein mention~ 


ed, to examine into any Abuses which may exis& 
in the same, and into the present mode of re 
ceiving, collecting, issuing, and accounting for 
Public Money in Weland. [27th June.] > 

66 An Act to prevent, in Great Britain, the 
illegally carrying away Bark, anc for amending 
two Acts, passed in the 6th and gth Years of 
His present Majesty’s Reign, for the Preservation 
of Timber, Trees, Underwoods, Roots, Shrubs, 
Plants, Hollies, Thorns, and Quicksets. [27th 
June.] 

67. An act for granting to His Majesty an 
additional Duty on Spanish Red Wine imported 
into Great Britain. [27th June.] 

68. An Act for making perpetual, and amend- 
ing, several Laws for encouraging the making of 
Sail Cloth in Great Britain, and securing the 
Duties on Foreiga Sail Cloth imported, and for 
making pespetual several Laws for permitting 
the Exportation ef a certain Quantity of Corn 
and Grain to Guernsey, Jersey, and Alderney, 
and for regulating the Fees of Officers of the 
Customs, and of Naval Officers in the British 
Colonies in America, and of the Officers of the 
Customs in Newfoundlaud. [27th June.] 

69. An Act for vesting in the Barrack Master 
General for the ‘Time being, Estates held or oc- 
cupied for the Barack Service, and authorising 
him to sell the same with the Consent of the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury. 
{27ta June.] 


70. An Act to rectify a Mistake in the Name 


of one of the Commissioner: appointed by an Act, 
passed in the present Session of Parliament, fcr 
appointing Cominissioners to evquire into the 
Public Expenditure, and the Conduct of Public 
Business, in the Military Departments thescia 
mentioned. [27th June } : : 
7t. Aa Act to amend the several Laws relating 
to the Duties under the Management of the Com- 
missioners for the Ailairs of Taxes. [27th June.] 
72. An, Actfor the Encouragement of Seamen 
and for the better and more ¢ffectuylly mae ning 
31 
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His Majesty's: Navy during the present War. |Returns: of Certificates into the Exchequer, and. 
f27ch Gifts of personal Property. (2d July.) 
_ 73. An Act to enable the Commissioners of} 85. An Act for aavhniining the Commissioners: 
I the Treasury to contract with certain. Proprietors | of His: Majesty’s Treasury in Great Britain to 
‘ of Stock created by two Acts, ‘passed in the 37th advance a certain Sum of Money, to be applied in 
gud 47d Years of His present Majesty, for grant- | completing the Crinan Canal. (2d July.) 
ing other Annuities in lieu thereof, or to pay the 86. An Act to explain and amend an Act, 
same off at the Period herein mentioned. [27th | made in the last Session of Parliament, to re. 
gulate the Importation and Exportation of Cofn, 
74 An Act for granting to His Majesty a Sunt| and the Bounties and Duties payable thereom 
-9f Money to be raised by Lotteries. [27th June.] | (roth July.) ; 
* 75, An Act to remove Doubts touching Ap-| 87..An Act to authorize the Lords Commis. 
pointments to certain Offices in the Coutt of} sioners of His Majesty’s Treasury to permit cere’ 
Chancery made during the Vacancy of the Office | tain Articles to be warehoused in diderent Ports 
of Register, and Keeper of the Register and Re- | in Great Britain, upon giving Security for the 
gicters in that Court. [27th June.] Payment of Duties upon the Articles thereig 
76. An Act to amend an Act, made in the| mentioned. (roth July.) 
Parliament of Ireland, for the Support of.the | 88. An Act for repealing the Duties of Cus. 
Honour and Dignity of His Majesty’s Crown | toms on Cochineal Dust and’Granilla imported 
in Ireland, and for granting to His Majesty a | into Great Britain, and for granting other Duties) 
Civil List Establishment, under certain Provi- | in dieu thereof. (10th July.) 
sions and Regulations. [2d July.] 89. An Actto alter and extend the Provisions, 
_ 778 An Act to amend, and render more efiec- | of the Laws now in force for the Punishment of 
a. tual, an Act, passed in the 42d Year of His | the Forgery of Bank Notes, Bills ef Exchange, 
; present Majesty’s Reign, for consolidating the | and other Securities, to every Part of Great 
i Provisions of the several Acts passed for | Britain. (1oth July.) 
i the Redemption and Sale of the Land Tax into| 90. An Act to empower His Majesty to retain 
5‘ one Act, f2d July.) upon full Pay and Allowances Officers of the 
- 78. An Act to indemnify all Persons con- | Militia during the War, notwithstanding the Re- 
cerned in advancing Forty Thousand Pounds to |.duction. (t1oth July.) 
Messrs. Boyd, Benficld, and Company, in 1796,| gt. An Act for appointing additional Commis. 
out of Monies issued for naval Services. [2d July.} | sioners for the better examining and auditing 
79. An Act to amend several Acts, passed in | certain of the Public Accounts of Great Britain. 
the Parliament of Ireland, for appointing Com- | (roth July.) 
i Missioners to enquire into the Losses of such of 92. An Act to amend two Acts, of the r3th 
His Majesty’s loyal Subjects as have suffered in | and 44th Years of His present Majesty, for the 
their Property curing the Rebellion in Ireland, | more effectual Excéution of the Criminal Laws, 
i and for other Purpos:s in the said Acts mentioned. | and more easy apprehending and bringing to 
| fed July.j trial Offenders escaping from oue Part of the 
i fs 8c.. An Act for continuing several Laws relating | United Kiagdem to the other, and from one 
to the regulating the Prices at which Corn and | County to another. (10th July.) 
Grain may be exported from Great Britain to} 93. An Act toamend two Acts, passed in the 
i Ireland, and from Irelaud to Great Britain; andto | 43d and 4sth Years of His present Majesty, for 
_ the Admission to entry of Oil and Blubber of | regulating the Drawbacks and Bounties on the 
Newfoundland taken by His Majesty’s Subjects | Exportation of Sugar from Great Britain. (10th 
i carrying on the Fishery from, and residing in, | July.) 
il the said island, until the 2sth Day of March] 94. An Act for reducing the Duty of Excise on 
1806 ; and for seviving, amending, and con- | Hops, the Growth of Great Britain, (roth July.) 
a tinuing, for. the same Term, an Act of the last 95. An Act to amend so much of an Act, of 
hs Session of Parliament, for permitting the Im-| the 43d Year of His present Majesty, for con- 
portation of Hides and other Articles in Foreign | solidating certain of the Provisions of ‘the Acts 
Ships. [2d July.) relating to the Duties in Scotland under the 
i 81. An Act to.amend an Act, made in the 31st | Management of the Commissiogeis forthe Affairs 
Year of His present Majesty, for the better Re- | of Taxes, as relates to the Appointment of As- 
4 . gulation and Government of Seamen employed | sessors and Sub-collectors, and the Notices re- 
| an the coasting Trade. . [2d July.] quired to be delivered to Persons assessed to the 
82. An Act for. repealing the Duty charge- | said Duties. (roth July.) 
able on Woollen Goods, of the Manutacture of | 96. An Act for continuing the Premiums al- 
Great Britain, exported to the East-indies. [zd | lowed to Ships employed in the Southern Whale 
july.) Fishery. (roth July ) 
st " $3. An Act to continue the Operation of an| 97. An Act to indemnify all Persons who have 
' Act, passed in the last Session of Parliament, to | been concerned in issuing an Order of Council and 
guspend proceedings in Actions, Prosecutions, | Directions for extending the Time of certain 
{ and Proceedings, under certain Acts rclating to} Ships continuing to perform’ Quarantine. (roth: 
the Woolen Manufacture, and also under an Act | July.). 
it of the Reign of Queen Elisabeth, so far as re-| 98. An Act for increasing the Drawback on 
i lates to certain Persons employed or concerned in | Linens exported from Great Britain to the West 
the#aid Manufacture, [2d July.] Indies. (roth July.) 
\ . 84. An Act tor making more effectual the 99- An Act for regulating and encouraging the’ 
a gracious In:entions of Her late Majesty Queen | Trade; for the Improvement of the Reyenue;, 
m Anné, for the-Augmentation of the Mainte- | and Prevention of Smuggl ng to and trom the Isl¢ 
ik @ance of the Clergy, so far as relatcs to the | of Man. {1eth July.) 
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100, An Act for better regulating the distilling 
of Spirits in England for Exportation to Scotland, 
and in Scotland for Exportation to England ; for 
the better securing Licences to distil Spirits for 
Scotland. (roth July.) 

1o1. An Act to repeal so much of an Act, 
assed in the 9th Year of the Reign of His late 

jesty King George the Second, intituled, “ An 

t to restrain the Disposition of Lands, whereb 
1a same become unalienable,’ as restrains Col- 
leges within the two Universities of Oxford and 
Cambridge from ‘purchasing or holding Advowsons, 
except as therein is provided. (10th July.) 

102. An Act to revive and continue an Act, 
made in the 31st Year of His present Majesty, 
jntituled, “ An Act for the Encouragement of the 
Pilchard Fishery, by allowing a further Bounty 
upon Pilchards taken, cured, and, exported.” 

103. An Act for charging additional Duties of 
Customs on Straw Platting, and on Straw Hats or 
Bonnets imported into Great Britain. (roth July.) 

yoq. An Act to continue, until the 29th Day 
of September 1806, and amend several Acts for 
regulating and securing the Collection of the 
Duties on Spiritous Liquors distilled in Ireland, 
and the warehousing of such Spirits for Exporta- 

tion, (roth July.) 

ros. An Act to continue, until the 29th Day of 
September 1806, and amend several Acts for re- 
gulating the Collection of the Duties in Ireland 
on Fire Hearths, on Dwelling Houses, on Coaches 
and other Carriages, on Male Servants, on Horses, 
andon Dogs. (Toth July.) 

106. An Act to continue, until the 29th Day 
of September 1806, and amend several Acts for 
regulating and securing the Collection of the 
Duties on Paper made in Ireland, and on Paper 

rinted or stained in Ireland to serve for Hang- 
ings or other Uses. (10th July.) 

107. An Act for charging, until the 25th Day 
of March 1806, an additional Duty on Spanish 
Red Wine imported into Ireland. (10th July.) 

168. An Act to continue, until the 29th Day 
of September 1806, several Acts for the better 
Collection and Security of the Revenues of Cus- 
toms and Excise in Ireland, and for preventing 
Frauds therein. (roth July.) 

109. An Act to amend so much of an Act for 
granting to His Majesty several Sums of Money 
for defraying the Charge of certain permanent 
Services in Ireland, as relates to the Military 
Survey of Ireland. (roth July ) 

tro. An Act for exempting from the Duries 
on Profits arising from Property the first Half- 
yearly Dividend on Annuities, under au Act of 
the present Session for raising the Sum of One 
Million Five Hundred Thousand Pounds by way 
of Annuities, for the Service of Ireland, which 
shall nct have been written into the Books of the 
Bank of England. (10th July ) 

111. An Actto amend and render more effec- 
tual an Act, made in .the Pa:liament of Ireland, 
in the sth Year of His present Majesty, intituled, 
* An Act tor erecting sag establishing Public 
Jnfirmarics and Hospitals’ in this Kingdom.” 
(roth July.) 

112. An Act to appoint Commissioners to en- 
quire and examine ipto any Irregularities or 
Abuses which may haye taken place in conduct- 
ing and managing the Paving, Cleansing, and 
Lighting the Streets of Dublin, and to provide 
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for the Suspension of the Powers:and Authorities; 
of the Corporation of Directors and Commission- 
ers for Paving, Cleansing, and Lightiag the. 
said Streets, and for vesting the same in other 
Persogus during. such Suspension; and for the. 
better conducting and managing. the Business of. 
the said Corporation, (roth July.) 

113- An Act for granting a certain Sum of, 
Money towards improving the Harbour on the 
North Side of the Hill of Howth, near Dublin, 
and, and rendering it a fit Situatioa for Hig, 
Majesty’s Packets. (10th July.) 

114. An Act for enabling the Commissioners 
of the Treasury of G-eat Britain to advance a 
certain Sum of Money to the Lord Provost, 
Magistrates, and Council of the City of Edin- 
burgh, towards the Completion ef the Docks and 
other Works in the Ha:bour of Lieth. (roth July.) 

115 An Act for purchasing certain Buildings 
and Ground in and near Palace Yard, Westmin- 
ster, forthe Use of the Public. (1oth July.) 

116. An Act for enabling His Majesty to grant 
a certaim Creek called Chelgon Bay, otherwise 
Shilston Bay, in or near the Parish of Plympton 
Saint Mary, in the County of Devon; and for 
vesting the same, for a valuable consideration, 
inthe Right Honourable John Lord Boringdon, 
and his Heirs, (Toth July.) 

117. An Act to continue the Proceedings in 
the House ef Lords, touching the Conduct of 
Luke Fox, Esq. one of the Judges of the Court 
of Common Pleas of that Part of the United 
Kingdom, called Ireland, notwithstanding any. 
Prorogation or Dissolution of Parliament. (roth 

uly.) 

, re. An Act for raisihg the Sum of Eight 
Millions by Loans or Exchequer Bills, for the 
Service of Great Britain, for the Year 1805. (1oth 
uly.) 

; 3 g- An Act for raising the Sum of Two Mil- 
lions Five Hundred fhousand Pounds, by Loans 
or Exchequer Bills, for the Service of Great Bri- 
tain, for the Year 1805; and for indemoyfying 
the Bank of England for having advauced Money 
for the Public Service on the Credit of certain 
Exchequer Bills. (roth July.) 

120. An Act for raising the Sum of One Mil- 
lion Five Hundred Thousand Pounds, by Loans 
or Exchequer Bills, for the Service of Great Bri- 
tain, forthe Year 1305. (10th July.) 

121. An Act for the more effectual Prevention 
of Smuggling. (12th July.) 


the Importation of Foreign Plate Glass into 
Great Britain. (t2th July.) 

123. An Act for settling and securing a certain 
Annuity on John Duke of Atho!l, and the Heirs 
general of the seventh Earl of Derby. (12th July.) 

124. An Act to amend an Act, passed in the ath 
Year of His present Majesty, intituled, “* Au 
Act for preventing Inconveniencies arising in 
Cases of Merchants, and such other Persons as 
are within the Description of the Statutes relating 
to Bankrupts being entitled to Privilege of Par- 
liamenr, and becoming insolvent, and to prevent 
Delay in the entering Appearances in Actions 
brought against Persons having Privilege of Par- 
liament, (12th July.) 

12s. An Act to provide that the Proceedings 
now depending in the House of Commons, upun 
Articles of Charge of High Crimes and Misde- 


meancrs, which have becn exhibited against Heary 


122. An Act for charging additional Duties on. 
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Lord Viscount M@ville, shall not be discontinued 
; any Prorogation or Dissolution of Parliament. 
(12th July.). 

126. An Act to indemnify Persons who shall 
give Evidence against Henry Lord Viscount Mel- 
ville, upon the Impeachment voted against him 
by the Commons of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assem- 
bled, in respect of Acts done by such Persons 
in any Office or Employment held by them under 
the said Lord Viscount Melville, during the Time 
he held and enjoyed the Office of Treasurer of 
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ef antient Sculpture in the Trustees of the British 
Museum for the Use of the Public. (xeth July.) 

128. An Act for allowing, under certain restric. 
tions, until the 1st Day of August 1806, the 
bringing a limited Quantity of Coals, Culm, or 
Cinders, to London and Westminster by inland 
Navigation. (12th July.) 

129. An Act for granting to His Majesty a cers 
tain Sum of Money out of thcConsolidated Fund . 
of Great Britain, and for applying certain Monies 
therein-mentioned for the Service of Great Bri. 
tain, for the Year 1805, and fos further appro. 


riating the Supplies granted in this Session of 


Hie Majesty’s Navy. (rath July.) 
An A arliament, (14th July.) 


An Act to vest the Townlcian Collection 
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APPENDIX 
“PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 


REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE 
UPON THE TENTH NAVAL REPORT, &C. 
—Ordered to be printed 27th May 1805. 


The Select CBnmittee to whom the Tenth 
- Report of the commissioners of Naval 
Enquiry (respecting the office of the trea- 
surer of his majesiy’s navy) was referred, 
to enquire into the ‘application of any 
monies issued tothe treasurer of the navy 
for naval services, to purposes not naval ; 
.and whether any, and what representa- 
' tions were made to the lords commission- 
ers of his majesty’s treasury, or the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, respecting the 
withdrawing from the bank any sums of 
money so issued, since the passing of the 
act of 25 Geo. III. c. 31.; and also into 
the proceedings had for the recovery of 
the debt due to the crown by the fate 
‘Adam Jellicoe ;—have agreed to the fol- 
lowing report. 


In taking into our consideration the three 
subjects which are referred to your com- 
mittee, it occurred to us, that though the 
first, in terms, comprehends an enquiry, 
-generally and without restriction, into the 
_ application of any monies issued fo the trea- 
surer of the navy for naval services, to pur- 
poses not naval; yet it must necessarily have 
been the intention of the house to exclude 
from our consideration all such monies so 
issued and so applied as were to be the sub- 
. Ject of measures which the attorney general 
was directed, by an order of the house, to 
take “ by due course of law, for ascertain- 
-Ing and recovering any sums of money that 
may he due from lord. Melville and ‘Alex- 
andgr Trotter, esq. in respect of any profits 
derived by them from monies issued tor na- 
val services, and that may have come to 
their hands subsequent to the first of Janu- 
ary 1786 :"—We, therefore, conceived it 
not to be our duty to enquire, whether any 
- Sums issued for naval purposes. had been 
applied by lord Melville er Mr. Trotter to 
their own use, for which they would be re- 
Vou, Vi—dppendizx. 


sponsible in the civil suit to be instituted — 


against them.—In prosecuting our enquiry. 
with this reserve, it could not be previously 
known to us, how any particular sum of mo- 
ney so issued had been applied, till such 
sum had been traced to the actual applica~ 
tion of it. We were therefore necessarily, 
Lin some instances, led into an examination, 
which, without adverting to this difficulty, 
might appear to exceed the bounds of the 
enquiry, which we understood to have been 
prescribed to us; leaving it to the party 
examined to object to the questions that 
were proposed to him, on the ground of 
their tending personally’ to charge him, 
whenever he thought fit to do so.—Of the. 
sums issued for naval services, and after- 
wards applied to purposes not naval, which 
the cause of ‘this enquiry brought into our 
view, it appears that the sum of 40,0001. 
came into the hands of lord Melville, and 
was advanced by the joint concurrence of: 
his lordship and Mr. Pitt, then chancellor 
of the exchequer, for the use of the house 
of Messfs. Boyd and company.—Another 
sum-of 10,000I. so issued, appears to have 
come to the hands of lord Melville, previ- 
ous to the paymastership of Mr. Trotter; 
but how it was applied, the evidence to 
which we have had the opportunity of re- 
sorting, dees nof§enable us to determine.— 
Various sums appear also to have been ad- 
vanced by Mr. Trotter, during a period of 
between fourteen and fifteen years, whilst he 
wes paymaster of the navy under lord Mel- 
ville, io the order of lord Melville, amount- 
ing in all to 22 or 23,0001. which we shall 
distinguish by the name of the Aggregate 
sum of 22 or 23,0001. about one half of 
-which, Mr. Trotter states to have been ad- 
vanced exclusively from public money; the 
rest from a fund, which is called in Mr. | 
Trotter’s evidence, his mixed fund at Messrs. _ 
Coutts, consisting partly of public and partly 
of private money; for which aggregate sum 
of 22 or 23,0001. no interest was patd.—In 
order to avoid confusion, it may be proper 
here to state, that Mr. Trotter was desired 


by lord Melville to borrow for him, and did 
advance to him for his private use, a further 
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sum of between 22 and 23,0001. of which 
he was himself the lender, and for which he 
charged him with interest at 51. per cent. ; 
but from what fund the same was drawn by 
Mr. Trotter, we did not think it proper to 
enquire.~-He was also occasionally in ad- 
vance in his account current to lord Mel- 
ville, in sums to the amount of from 10 to 
20,0001. as mentioned in the tenth report, 
which came entirely from the mixed fund 


_ at Messrs. Coutts and compaity (the balance 


upon that account being also occasionally in 
favour of lord Melville to the amount of 2 
or 3,0001.) and for the last mentioned sum 
of 22 or 23,0001. so lent on interest, as well 
as for such balance when it was in favour of 
Mr. Trotter, he states, that, he considered 
lord Melville as his private debtor; but on 


such balances in the account current, no 


interest on either side was paid.—Of the 
specific sum therefore of 22 or 23,0001. so 
lent on interest, and those occasional ad- 
vances in the account current from the mix- 
ed fund at Messrs. Coutts and company, 
mentioned in the appendix to the tenth re- 


. port, we shall abstain altogether from taking 


further notice; confiaing our remarks to 
the several sums of 40,0001. 10,0001. and 
the aggregate sum of 22 or 23,000l. upon 
none of which any interest was paid.—As 
to the 40,0001. the diversion of it from na- 
val services to which it was appropriated, 
contrary to the provisions and meaning of 
the 25th of Geo. III. c. 31. attracted our 
earliest attention, and called for a full and 


minute enquiry into the causes and circum- 
stances of that transaction.—For this pur- 


pose, several witnesses have been called be- 
fore us, from whose evidence it appears, 


that in December 1795 meppotrect was made 


by government with the houses of Messrs. 
Boyd and company, Robarts and company, 
and Goidsmid and company, for a loan of 
18,000,000; of which, in the beginning of 
the month of September 1796, three instal- 
ments, of 15 per cent. each, were still due ; 
and that about the month of April 1796 a 
loan of seven millions and an halt was nego- 
tiated by the chancellor of the exchequer, 
in order to fund a sim to that amount of 
exchequer bills and navy bills held by the 
Bank, principally for the purpose of reliev- 
ing the company from their advances to go- 
vernment, which then pressed heavily upon 
them. That loan was contracted for con- 
jointly by the same parties who were con- 
cerned in, the preceding loan ; all houses at 
that time of unsuspected credit; each house 
being generally considered subsequent to the 


payment of the deposit for which they were 
all jointly liable, responsible only for the 
amount of the shares then held by them re., 
spectively. Of.the latter loan, in the begin. 
ning of September 1796, two instalmen 
of 15 ee cent. were due.—In the begin. 
ning of the year 1796, from the embarrass. 
ment of public credit, and the decreasing 
state of he specie at the Bank, the gover. 
nor and directors thought it prudent to re. 
strain their engagements, and upon that ac. 
count had refused advancing the progressive 
payments upon the loan of December 1798; 
but in consideration of the purposes for 
which the loan of April 1796 had been 
made, zs well as of its being comparatively 
small, they consented to advance to the 
contractors, and did advance, the third, 
fourth, fifth, and sixth payments ; requiring 
them to make the seventh, being the last 
payment, which was to become due on the 
26th of October in that year.—It is stated, 
in the: evidence given to your committee, 
that the autumn of 1796 was a period of 
peculiar embarrassment, both of public and 
private credit, which led to the restrictions 
of payments in specie at the bank, that took 
place in February 1797; that there was a 
very great run on private commercial 
houses, a great scarcity of money, and a 
very heavy pressure on the bank for dis- 
counts, which they had been obliged mate- 
rially to narrow, and had thought :t neces. 
sary io contract their accommodations both 
to government and the commercial world, 
not however making any distinction be- 
tween the house of Boyd and co. and 
houses of the-first mercantile credit in the 
city of London.—Under these circum- 
stances, at some time before the 9th of Sep- 
tember 1796, Mr. Boyd appears to have re- 
presented to lord Melville and Mr. Pitt the 
great pecuniary difficulty and embarrassment 
of his house; that the Bank had refused to 
discount their bills, and that, with ample se- 
curities in their hands, they were not enabled 
to raise money to pay the next instalment . 
on the loan, which was nearly due, and re- 
quested immediate pecuniary assistance, for 
the purpose of completing their engage- 
ments to government.—It appears to your 
committee, that in addition to these engage 
ments to government, Messrs. Boyd and 
co. had large payments to make on account 
of the emperor of Germany ; that they paid 
on the 3ist of October 1796, a sum of 
186,340]. 13s. 1d. on account of the direc 
tor of the emperor's finances at Vienna; 


and that, in the whole of the same year, they 
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remitted, on the same account, sumsamount- 
ing to 4,609,506. 9s. It appears also in 
evidence, that it would have been difficult, 
and perhaps impossible, for Messrs. Boyd 
“and co. to have procured advances upon 
the securities in their possession (which we 
shall hereafter mention), or to have con- 
verted them into cash; that a payment of 
15 per cent. on the loan of 18,000,0001. was 
due on the 9th of September ; and that, had 
they brought to market such a proportion 
of their script as was necessary to raise the 
said sum of 40,0001. in order to make good 
their engagement, the probable consequence 
would have been, to increase the discount 
on script, which at that time amounted, on 
the loan of April, from 13 to 15 per cent. 
to affect injuriously the credit of Boyd’s 
house, especially if it had transpired that 
their necessities compelled them to make 
such disadvantageous sales, and must thereby 
have had a general tendency to augment the 
embarrassment of public credit.—It has also 
been stated in evidence to your committee, 
that if a failure in the loans then in progress 
of payment had been occasioned, either on 
the whole or in part, by the circumstances 
above stated, the deficiency could not have 
been supplied by a fresh loan (had it been 
necessary to resort to such a measure), ex- 
cept upon terms of very considerable loss 
and disadvantage to the public.—Under 
these difficulties, lord viscount Melville, 
then treasurer of the navy, appears to have 
suggested to Mr. Pitt, that the sum wanted 
by Messrs. Boyd and co. might be spared, 
without a probability that the naval service 
would suffer any inconvenience from the 
advance, provided there was a sufficient se- 
curity for the re-payment; and no other 
method having occurred, by which much 
scrious mischief to the public could be pre- 
vented, it was thought advisable, by the 
concurrent opinions of lord Melville and 
Mr. Pitt, that the application of Messrs. 
Boyd and co. should be complied with, and 
that the sum of 40,0001. should be advan- 
ced, upon a sufficient security being given. 
ind it appears in evidence, that, under the 
orders of lord Melville, the sum of 40,0001. 
was drawn from the bank, and on the same 
_ day paid over to Mr. Boyd, by Mr. Long, 
then secretary of the treasury, upon Mr. 
Boyd’s depositing with Mr. Long securities 
amounting to about 40,7001. consisting, in 
art, of bills drawn on and accepted by the 
t India company from their presidencies 
abroad, the rest’ in government securities, 


Which Mr, Long transmitted to lord Mel- 
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ville, indorsing upon the cover the purpose, 
for which the securities had been so depo- 
sited; that the said sum of 40,0001. had 
been all repaid; and that, with the excep- 
tion of two bills on the East India company, 
one for 40001. payable in October 1797, 
the other for 7000I. or thereabouts, payable 
in January 1798, all the rest of the secu- 
rities were payable within three months 
from the time of the deposit.—We do not 
find that any regular entry or memorandum, 
either of a public or secret nature, was 
made of this transaction ai the time; the: 
issue of 40,0001. appearing on the books of: 
the Bank not discharged by any correspond- 
ent payment on the books of the pay-office, : 
this advance must at all times have been evi- 
dent upon an inspection of the balances as: 
a debt against the treasurer of the navy; 
but no entry seems to have been preserved, : 
which would in itself have explained the ap~ 
plication of this advance (independent of 
the evidence of the parties), more particu- — 
larly after the securities were discharged, 
and ffie funds repiaced.—In the course of’ 
our examination into this subject, we thought 
it proper toenquire whether, in fact, any 
incunvenience had been sustained by the 
naval service, in consequence of the diver- 
sion of this portion of naval money, and 
were more particularly led to this enquiry, 
by the information, that an accepted bill for 
100ul. drawn upon the victualling-office, 
from Martinique, had been presented for 
payment, and that on the 18th of February 
1797, the day it became due, the holder of 
it was told at the victualling-office, there 
was no effects, or something to that purpose; 
that there were many other bills in the same 
situation, and he must call again; and that 
the bill was not paid till the Ist of March, 
though he had sent it two or three times for 
payment in that interval.--Upon further en 
quiry at the victualling-office, it appears, 
that on the 9th of February 1797, the vic- 
tualling-office applied for a sum of 70,0001, 
at the exchequer, for the payment of several 
bills, in which the bill in question was in- 
cluded; that on the 25thof the same month, ~ 
47,0001. was received in part of the 70,0001. 
for that purpose ; and that on the same day 
the said bill, with many others, was assigned 
for payment, and would have been dis- 
charged on that day, or as soon after as pay~ 
ment had been called for. In this instance, 
the delay of the assignment, and consequent. 


ly of payment, appears to have arisen from 

a delay in the issues from the exchequer, 

and not from a refusal of payment on the 
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part of the treasurer of the navy ; nor has it 
appeared in evidence, that any delay of pay- 
ment has been actually occasioned in other 
branches of the naval service by the advance 
in question, however such a practice might 
in possible cases have been produciive of 
a different result.—No interest was demand- 
ed from Messrs, Boyd and co. for the 
money so advanced, and so repaid; but 
it isto be observed, that no interest would 
have accrued to the public had the above 
sum remained in the Bank in conformity 
to the provision of the act.—As to the 
sum of 10,0001. it eppears’ in evidence, that 
upon Mr, Trotter’s appointment to the office 
of paymatter in the year 1786, he was inform- 
ed by lord Melville, that he, lord Melville, 
was indebted to the office in the sum of 
10,0col. At what time, under what circum- 
stances, and for what purpose, this sum of 
10,000l. originally came into the possession 


of lord Melville, the death of the preceding. 


payaraster, the absence of all public docu- 
men’s relating to it, and the want of any other 
evidence, prevents us from ascertaining # and 
we can therefore only state, thar this sum was 
replaced, burt without interest, some time sub- 
sequent to the year 4786; but the particular 
time and manner of the re-payment we have 
not been able to discover.—It appears also in 
evidence, that upon Mr. ‘Trotter succeeding 
to the office of paymaster, he was appointed 
private agent to lord Melville ; and was, du- 
ying his continuance in that office, in the ha- 
bit of receiving his salary as treasurer, and 
other branches of his income arising in Eng- 
Jand, as well as frequent remittances from 
Scotland ; and that the sums received by him 
on lord Melvilie’s account were paid into the 
mixed fund at Messrs, Coutts: that during 
the fourteen or fiftcen years of his being pay- 
master, he at various times advanced various 
sums of money on account of lord Melville to 
Mr, Tweedy, and to other persons, amount- 
ing to another sun of about 22 or 23,0001. 
being the said aggregate sum before-men- 
tioned; that the sums paid to Mr. ‘Tweedy 
amounted once or twice to 3 or 4oool. that 
of the said aggregate sum of 22 or 23,0001, 
about one half was advanced exclusively from 
the public money; the rest from the mixed 
fund at Messrs, Coutts, where all his private 
money was kept; and the whole had been 
repaid, but. without any interest.—At what 
specific periods these several sums were paid 
by Mr. ‘Trotter, or re-paid by lord Melville, 
we are unable to find out; all the vouchers, 
memorandums, and writings, relating to the 
transactions and accounts between them, hav- 
ing been deftroyed about the time when re- 
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leases, containing a covenant for that par. 
pose, were mutually executed upon the sete 
tlement of their accounts, viz. by lord Mel. 
ville, on the 18th of February 1798, at Mel. 
ville Castle, and by Mr. Trotter, on, the 234 
of Feb. 1798,* in London. Mr, ‘Trotter 
states, that ne also destroyed all the books in 
which the accounts between lord Melville and 
himself were kept, and which contained the 
accounts of other persons besides those be.. 
tween lord Melville and Mr. Trotter; but 
which had all been closed, except some small 
accounts between Mr, Trotter und his friends, 
which he carried forward into new books.— 
From the destruétion of such books and pa. 
pers, from the death of Mr, Tweedy, and 
trom want of an opportunity of examining 
lord Melville, no means were afforded to us of 
tracing the precise application of the various 
sums-so advanced from time to time to lord 
Melville’s order, and which formed the said 
aggregate sum of 22 of 23,0001; or which 
of these sums specifically were taken fromthe . 
public money, and which of them from the 
mixed fund ; of in what proportion the sums 
that might be taken from. the mixed fund 
consisted of public and what of private mo.’ 
ney.——It appears, however, that Mr. Pitt, in 
a conversation with lord Melville, since the 
publication of the tenth report, understood, 
that, besides the sum of 40,0001. another 
sum of about 20,0001. issued for navy set. 
vices, had been applied to purposes not naval, 
Curing the last treasureship of lord Melville; 
but whether the above suin of 20,000]. was 
or was net included in any of the sums here. 
inbefore mentioned we are unable to ascer- 
tain.—In a letter written by lord Melville to 
the commissioners of naval enquiry, dared 
June 30, 1804, contained i the tenth report, 
he states, that he had not declined to give 
occasional accommodation from the funds ia 
the hands of the treasurer of the navy to othef 
services; and in another letter to the said 
commissioners, dated 28:h March 1805, he 
declares, he never knowingly derived any ad- 
vantage from any advances of public money, 
Upon the second head of enquiry referred 
to us by your order, viz.— Whether any, and 
what representations were made to the lords 
commissioners of his majesty’s treasury, OF. 
the chancellor of the exchequer, respecting 
the withdrawing from the Bank any sums of 
money so issued, since the passing of the act 
of the 2gth Geo. IL. c. 31.3; your commit- 
tee do not find that any such representations 
have ever been made to the lords commis- 
sioners of his majesty’s treasury, nor any such 
representations to the chancellor of the ex+ 
chequer ; except what is stated in the evils 


%* An crroi in point of time. See the date of the Release, E. 
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dence annexed of Mr. Raikes, and is admit. | 
tedin the evidence of Mr, Pite: from whence 
jt appears, that some time in the year 1797, 
Mr. Raikes, at that time governor of the 
Bank, had occasion to hold an official inter- 
course with Mr. Pitt by the authority of the 
Bank; and thar when the official business 
was over, in consequence of information 
which he had received from Mr, Giles and 
Mr. Newland, he told Mr. Pitt, in conver- 


- gation, of his having heard at the bask that 


morning, that the tredsurer of the navy now 
kept cash at Messrs. Coutts and ¢o.’s and 
that navy bills were paid by drafts on Messrs. 


. Coutts and co. inftead of drafts upon the 


bank; and Mr. Pitt thanked him for the in- 
formation ; that the above was the purport of 
the communication to Mr, Pitt, though the 
length of time that had intervened prevented 
his being sure as to the terms of’ it-—Mr, 
Pit admits the general import of the com- 
munication, with some difference only as to 
the terms of it; which he docs not undertake 
torecollect with accuracy, but states it in 
substance to have conveyed to him an im- 
pression, that sums were drawn from the 
Bank and carried to a private banking house, 
toalarger amount than was supposed neces- 
sary; that he took an early opportunity of 
stating to lord Melville the information given 
him by Mr. Raikes; and though he cannot 
state precisely what further passed between 
himself and lord Melville upon the subject, 
it impressed him with a belief, that though 
sums were drawn from the bank, and lodged 
at a private banking-house, no sums were so 
transferred but such as were necessary to 
carry on the details of the service in pay- 
ment 'o individuals; and that it was difficult 
to carry on the various payments in detail in 
any other way ; that he did not himselt par- 
ticularly advert to the provisions of the act, 
nor did it occur to him, that drawing from 
the bank such sums as were necessary for car- 
rying on the details of service was an illegal 
oo! that relying on the opinion of lord 

elville, he made no investigation into the 
necessity of the practice, and was so far satis- 
fied with the general statement given to him, 
that he did not think it necessary to commu- 
Ricate the circumstance to any other of his 


-Majes'y’s servants, to make any further en- 


quiry, or to take any further steps upon the 
‘subject; that he, Mr. Pitt, had no know- 
‘Tedge or information of any irregularity in 
the management of the public money ad- 
vanced for naval services, except from such 
communication of Mr. Raikes, till he was 
-@equainted, after he was out of office, by lord 
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the practice which prevailed in this respect 
had been irregular, and was taking steps to 
put a stop toit. That he, Mr.Pitt, had no 
knowledge or reason to suspect any private 
profit was made of the naval money, or that 
the business of the office was so conducted as 
to admit of it till the conversation with lord 
Harrowby; nor had he aay knowledge that 
private profit had in fact been made, nor that 
any naval money, except the 40.0001 had 
been diverted to purposes not naval, previous 
t> the enquiry that took place before the 
commissieners of naval enquiry. And lord 
Harrowby, in his evidence betore us, states, 
that it did not immediately appear to him, 
for the reasons given in his evidence, when 
he was appointed treasurer of the navy in 
June 1800, that the practice of drawings 
money from the bank into the hands of a 
private banker, if carried on boxa fide for the 
purpose of official convenience, and for those 
only, was necessarily illegal, or intended to 
be prohibited by the act. 

Upon the last subject of the enquiry refer- 
red to us, as to the proceedings had for the 


late Adam Jellicoe; it appears, in the tenth 
report, p. 159, and the evidence in the ap- 
pendix to the report therein referred to, that 
the property of the late Mr. Adam JéHicoe 
returned by the inquisition taken upon the 
extent issued in August 1799, had all been 
sold, and the proceeds carried to account, 
long antecedent to the writ of privy seal, 
dated 31st May, 1800; except the patent of 
Mr. Cort, a farm at Sheffield, a warehouse 
and wharf at Gosport, and a messuage at Ports- 
mouth Common, all which remain still an- 
sold. It appears also, that,the sum of 4oool. 
was due to Mr, Adam Jellicoe from his son 
Mr. Samuel Jellicoe; who in his evidence 
before the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
states that sum to have been advanced to him 
by his father upon his enrering into business, 
but that it appeared as a debt due from him 
on his father’s books.—As to the patent, it 
does not seem that any opportunity has oc- 
curred, though endeavours have been used, to 
make it available to any profitable purpose; 
the farm at Sheffield has been taken possession 
of by the mortgagee.—As to the warehouse 
and wharf, which was valued in the inquisi- 


licoe at the rent of 100!. a year; on the 23d 
of September 1791, 150i. and on the 21st of 
May, 1800, 875]. for ten years anda quar- 
ter’s rent for the said wharf and warehcuse, 
was paid by Mr. Samuel Jellicoe to Mr. Trot- 
ter, on account of the treasurer of the navy ; 


Harrowby, that he, lord Harrowby, thought 


and as to the 4oool, it appears that Samuel 


recovery of the debt due to the crown by the * 


tion at 1000). it has been let to Mr. S. Jel-- 
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Jellicoe, not being able to discharge the debt, 
.4n agreement wasentered into, either between 
him and Mr. White, or between him and Mr, 
Trotter, that he should pay it by instalments 
of 2ool. a year; and that, on the same 23d 


_of September, 1791, 300l., and on the same 


21st of May 1§00, 1,750. was paid to Mr. 
Trottier, for the instalments that became due 
to the 31st of March, 1800,—As to the mes- 
suage at Portsmouth Common, let at 12l.a 
year, no rent seems ever to have been received 

‘om it, nor any proceedings had relative to 
?t, subsequent to the extent and inguisition. 
Since the said 21st of May 1800, no reut far 
the wharf and warehouse, nor any further in- 
stalments on the 40001. have been paid, nor 
any measures adopted for the recovery. there-. 
of. Mr. Pitt, who, in May 1800, was Chan- 


— éellor of the Exchequer, but who went out 


of office early in the year ensuing, in his exa- 
mination before us, states, that he understood 
sufficient directions had originally been given 


to the solicitor of the treasury, to take all 


measures necessary for the purpose; and Mr, 
White, solicitor to the treasury, who was em- 

loyed on the occasion in the year 1798, by 
Me Trotter, on behalf of the treasurer of 
the navy, admits, that the instructions he re- 
ceived were the instructions usually given on 
similar occasions, and that under those origi- 
nal instructions, without waiting for further 
orders, he thought it his duty to proceed, 
whilst there were any visible effects from 
which hopes could be entertained of recover- 
ing any further sums in discharge of the ba- 
lance due from Mr. Jellicce to the’ public; he 
also states, that though he had received such 
general instructions as are before mentioned, 
yet he thought himself charged only with con- 
ducting the law proceedings, and that he un- 
derstood Mr. Trotter had taken upon him- 
self to examine iuto the state of the property 
of Mr, Jellicoe that was recoverable, and had 
employed persons for that purpose; and Mr. 
Trotter appears to have collected such parts 
of the debts and property of Mr. Adam Jel- 
licoe, as he had an opportunity of obtaining, 
till lord Melviile had procured the writ of 
privy seal; who being thereby indemnified 

rom the charge that stood against him on 
account of Mr, Jellicoe’s deficiency, Mr. 
Trotter no longer considered himself under 
the necessity of acting in the business in which 
he had before acted without any gepeuat 
authority or obligation ; and Mr, White not 
having heard of the writ of privy seal till af- 
ter the examination that took place before the 
cominissioners of naval enquiry, and having 
received no directions either from Mr, Trot- 
ter or any other person since the year 1792 or 


1793s has not from that period taken any 

steps whatever relative to the subject; but 

adds, the rents due may be now recovered; 

and Mr. Trotter was not able to recollect 

any debts due to the late Mr. Adam Jellicoe, . 
that he considered as recoverable.— Y our com. 

mittee, duly considering the reference under 

which their powers are derived, have not felt 

themselves at liberty to come to any specific 
resolutions on the merits of the several trange. 
actions which have been the subjects of their 

enquiry; they have deemed iteven more con. 

sistent with their duty, to abstain from ob. 

servations, which might seem to convey a. 
judginent upon any of the points in question, 

They have endeavoured to give the house a 

correct summary of the material parts of the 

evidence, confining their remarks strictly 

within the limits of explanation ; leaving the 

conclusions to be deduced therefrom altoge. 

ther to the wisdom of the house; but have 

thought it right to annex, in the Appendix, 

the whole of the evidence taken before them; 

considering this course of proceeding, under 

all the circumstances, as likely to prove more 

satisfactory to the house, than if they had 

omitted those parts, which, upon a minute 

review, they, might have thought not imme. 

diately relevant to the object of enquiry; 

trusting, that if in any instance the examina- 

tions should appear to have exceeded the strict 

line of investigation prescribed to them, it 

will be attributed to the desire they have felt 

to execute, in the fullest manner, the duty 

entrusted to them by the house. 

(Minutes or Evipencz.]—The Exa- 
mination of ALEXANDER TROTTER, E/7,— 
taken before the Committee on the Tenth Naval 
Report, 34 May, 1805.—State to the com- 
mittee what sums were applied to services not 
naval, of the monies issued for the service of 
the navy under the treasurership of lord Mel- 
ville, to what amount, and at what time? 
Lord Melville never gave me any information 
upon the appl:cation of monies issued undee 
such circumstances, and I only judge of the 
sum alluded to having been applied to other 
services, from the circumstance of its haying 
been returned by a person acting in another 
department of government.—What was that 
sum? 40,0ool. as far as I am informed; it 
was not issued by me.—By whom was it is- 
sued? I believe by Mr. Wilson, who offici- 
ated for me during my absence, having been 
at that iime in Scotland.—What was the date 
of the issue? I am not enabled to inform you 
with any degree of accuracy, but 1 think it 
must have been some time between the mid- 
dle of August and the end of October, in the 
year 1796.—Was Mr. Wilson employed ta 
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“ansact business for you during your ab- 


sence? He was in the habit of officiating for 
me, but not under any regular power, when 
I was absent from the office.—By what au- 
‘thority or power could Mr, Wilson issue such 

o,oool.? I left him in of drafts 
upon the bank of England, signed by myself 


_ ag attorney to the tseasnrer.—Were those 


drafts filled up by yourself for certain sums, 
or your signature left to blanks in Mr. Wil- 


" gon’s possession ? My signature was affixed to. 


blanks left in Mr. Wilson’s possession, and 
which I found necessary to carry on the bu- 
siness of the pay office to prevent the acci- 
dent, in case of my illness or occasional ab- 
sence, of the cashiers making unexpected or 
sudden demands for the public service. —Were 
the blanks for the names as well as the sums 
left? They were.—Had you communications 
with Mr, Wilson during your absence, on the 
subject of the accounts of the pay office? I 
had.—Are those communications preserved ? 
They are not, as far as I know.—What is 


“become of them? Having closed the whole 


of this business in question, I did not think 
jt at all necessary to preserve any part of the 
documents relating to it.—What did you do 
with them? I looked vpon them as papers of 
no-consequence ; and they must have been de- 
stroyed with other papers, which I may also 
have looked upon as papers of no consequence 
to be preserved.—Are you sure they are not 
now in existence? I am positively eertain ; 
and that they never consisted, as far as 1 
know, of more than letters which Mr. Wil- 
son had written to me on the subject during 


“my absence.—When did you destroy them ? 


I cannot recollect, but certainly more than 
one or two years ago; and I fancy in 1803, 
when I was out of office.—On your return 


_ from your absences, did Mr. Wilson give 


you a regular account in writing of his trans- 
actions in the navy pay office during such ab- 
sences? No; be was not in the habit of do- 
ing so.—How then could you see or come at 
the knowledge of what those transactions had 
been, or what the conduct of Mr, Wilson 
‘had been? I was informed of his transac- 
tions, as I have already said, by correspon- 
dence with him ; and from his very high cha- 
racter, and the perfect confidence which I 
had in him, I did not find it necessary to re- 
quire more from him than verbal explanations 
upon any particular point of transactions 
which had taken place in my absence.—Did 
Mr. Wilson keep any account-books or led- 
gets in which those transactions were regis- 
tered? I do not believe that any entry was 
made in any ledger of the transactions which 
you have particularly alluded to,—(Question 


PARL. PAPERS, 1805.—on che 10ch Naval Report.” xiv} 


repeated.) He kept the public ledgers of the 
office in which all my public transactions have 
been regularly entered. —Are those ledyers in 
existence? They are, and in the navy pay 
office.—Was the sum of 40,0001. alluded to 
by you as having been paid by Mr. Wilson 
for services not naval, in the year 1796, the 
only sum paid under the same circumstances 
of which you have any knowledge? It was, 
as far as 1 recollect.— Did you never pay any 
sum or sums yourself by draft or notes, or 
yment of any description, into the hands 
of lord Melville, or any person authorised by 
him, or on his account, of public money is- 
sued for naval services for purposes not naval ? 
I have already explained my difficulty to the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, of discrimi- 
nating between my public and private monies; 
and I have already declared to you, that ldid 
not know the application which lord Mel. 
ville may have made of advances which I may 
have occasionally made to his lordship.— 
(Question repeated.) I presume I have.— 
At what time, and to what amount? My re- 
collection does not enable me to answer that 
question.—-Were any entries made by you, 
or any person authorized by you,-in any 
books or ledgers, or any memorandum kept 
of any description, of such payment? I kepe 
regular accounts of all my money transac- 
tions with lord Melville, but having closed 
and settled the whole of them, and a mutual 
release having passed between us, I have not 
thought it necessary to preserve any docu- 
ments respecting my transactions with his 
lordship,— Are those documents in existence ? 
They are not, as sar as I know.—When were 
they destroyed ? At the time I was out of of- 
fice; I think in 1803.—Did you destroy 
them ? I did; I burnt those I thought unne- 
cessary to keep,—Did those books or docu~ 
ments contain your accounts with any other | 
persons besides my lord Melville? ‘They did. 
—When was the release before mentioned 
executed? In the year 1803, to the best of 
my recollection.—When pay ments of the 
scription above stated were made, were they 
always made to lord Melville personally ? 
Not always.—Did you ever? I do not, at 
this moment, recollect I ever did.—To 
whom did you ever pay, on lord Melville's 
account, public money for purposes not na- 
val? I used most frequently to pay them into 
the hands of the principal money conductor, 
one of the officers of the navy pay office.— 
What was his name? Mr. Tweedy ; he is now 
dead.— What other person did you make such _ 
payments to? I cannot recollect any other 
persons at this moment.—How long has Mr. 


‘bsepead been dead? Two or three years 


| 
| 
ut 
d; 
ct 
er 
le 
fic | 
‘ir 
Ne 
a. 
ne 
ly 
le 
Be 
A 
re 
d : 
te 
3 
t 
it 
lt 
¥ 
lo 
74 
? 
n : 
t 
g i 
it 
t 
be 
le 


$4 


tween Mr. Tweedy and you? 


“such sums.—Do you recollect an 
- about the date of such payments ? 
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since lord Melville’s treasureship ceased.— 
- "To what other persons did you make such 
payments to? I do not recollect any 
other person.—Was, there any account be- 
None.— 
What was the nature of the discharge you 
received from Mr. Tweedy. 1 took no dis- 


charge.—What authority did’Mr. Tweedy 


produce to you for the payment of such 
money? The demand for such money had 
previously been made by loid Melville to 
myself,— Verbally, or in writing? Ver- 
bally.—Did you keep any account of the 
sums paid to Mr. Tweedy, in consequence 
of such verbal demands of lord Melville ? 


entered them in the accounts which I kep: 


with his lordship,—Are they in existence? 
I have already mentioned, that I had not 
thought it necessary to preserve any accounts 
between Jord Melville and myself, a mutual 
release having passed between us.—Do you 
Know the amount of any such sums which 
you may have paid. to Mr. Tweedy >My 
recollection does not serve me to specify any 
thing 
do not 
—Do you recollect what sort of sums they 
may have been? Once or twice they may 
have amounted to between 3 and goool. but 
not larger.—To what other persons did you 
make such payments to, besides Mr, ‘Tweedy ? 


Ido not recollect.—In making such pay-. 


ments to Mr. Tweedy, did you considzr 
him as a public officer, or a private agent of 
lord Melville? I obeyed lord Melville’s di- 
‘rections in paying the money to him, with- 
out pretending to consider whether he was a 
private agent or not.—Had you any public 


'. money transactions with Mr. ‘Tweedy official- 


ly? I had.—Where were those public 
official transactions recorded? In the Navy 
Pay Office.—Are the payments to Mr, 
"Tweedy, by lord Melville’s verbal order, re- 
corded there also? They are not in any 
“infance.—Do you know into whose hands 
the 400,000]. paid by Mr, Wilson during 


~~ your absence in the year 1796, for perposes 
‘:not naval, was placed? I only know from 


the information which Mr, Wilson has given 
vopon that subject.—What was that in- 


. formation? That he had paid the money 


to lord Melville—By whom, and at what 
time, was that money returned? I have 
_already stated in gencral terms, that I believe 
it to be returned by Mr. Long; but I can 
_only speak with my own knowledge in respect 
tothe last payment, which, as tar as I can 


recollect, amounted to 6,ccol. and which) 


was returned to me by Mr. Long some time 
in January 1798.—Atwhat period‘or periods 
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| was the 34,0001. returned, and to whom?. I 
have no further knowledge of the circum. 
stance, as [ was much in Scotland in the. 
latter end of 1796, and in the year 1797, 
and the repayments were made, to the best 
of my knowledge, during my absence ; but 
‘Tam very certain that the 6,000]. which J 
received in January 1798, completed the . 
full repayment of the 40,o000!.—Were any 
entries made in the office-bocks of such re- 
payments? None that 1 know of.—How 
then did you come to theconviction of the 
ment of 6,ccol. in January 1798, making 
the balance of the 40,000l. paid out as be. 
fore stated in the year 1796? From a know- 
ledge which I have at all times had of the 
state of my balances, by which I must have 
seen when any deficiency that may have ex. 
isted was paid up.—How came you then 
not to see the dates of the repayments of 
such 34,0001.? I make no doubt that I 
may have seen the dates, but I have no recol- 
lection of them whatever.—Where were they 
recorded? In my own private books,— 
Where are those books? They are the books 
before mentioned, which I] did not think ne- 
cessary to preserve.—Were the sums paid to 
Mr. Tweedy by lord Melville’s verbal order 
ever returned to you, or in any way repaid to 
the account of the public. in the navy pay 
office, or to any other fund? They have 
unquestionably been all repaid to me, and 
I have accounted for the whole of the money 
that has been put under my charge for naval 
services.—Did lord Melville pay interest to 
you for such sums during the time they were 
in his possession? Lord Melville has paid 
me interest for sums of money, but not upon 
those which I have stated to have been paid . 
to Mr. T'weedy.—-Who are Mr. Tweedy’s 
executors? He left two sons, but whether | 
they are his executors or not I do not know. 
-—Was any interest paid on the 40,0001. ad- 
vanced during your absence by Mr. Wilson? 
None that I know of.—Were the sums ad- 
vanced to Mr. Tweedy advanced out of the 
mixed fund at Messrs. Coutts, or were they 
advanced out of a fund which consisted ex- 
clusively of public money? 1 do not recol- 
lect any other advances than those made out 
of the mixed fund at Messrs, Coucts.—What 
reason had you for considering that the 
40,000], was advanced out of the public. 
money? It was from a general impression 
which I received from the communications 
made to me upon this subject, and I do not 
know whether this 40,c00!. was advanced 
from Messrs, Coutts or not. —What may 
have been the total amount of money, de- 


scribed to be advanced at different times to 
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Mr. Tweedy by order of lord Melville, as 
nearly as you can recollect? The total 
amount of monies of this description, to the 
best of my recollestion, have never, in the 
whole, exceeded 30,cool. until the sum of 
40,000l, was added to it; but I cannot 
state with certainty that the whole of the 
sums constituting that 30,000]. was advan- 
ced to Mr. ‘Tweedy.—To whom was any 
part of the 30,000]. advanced, which 
was not paid to Mr. Tweedy? I have 
already stated, that I do not recollect.— 
Within what period of time did these issues 
take place? I mean to comprehend the 
whole time during which [ acted as paymas- 
ter under lord Melville, for 14 or 1¢ years. 
—Why did vou destroy papers in which 
other persons accounts were kept, as well as 
lord Melville’s, Because the whole of my 
accounts were closed upon my leaving Lon- 
don, yong He some private family concerns, 
and very small accounts between my friends 
and myself, which I carried forward into 
new books. I desire to state to my former 
answer, that 10,0001. of the 30,0001. had 
accrued before I was appointed to my office. 
—By whom was the 10,000]. advanced? I 
do not know.—How did you know the ex- 
istence of such a debt? By lord Melville’s 
acknowledgment to me.—To whom did he 
acknowledge himself debtor? To the office. 
—Of how long standing had that debt been? 
T have no knowledge of the circumstance.— 
To whom was that 10,000l. repaid ? It must 
have been repaid to me.—In what capacity 
did you receive that sum that you had never 
advanced? In capacity of paymaster.—Did 
ou then conceive it to be a debt due to the 
public? I did.—Was any interest paid 
upon it? None. —Had not lord Melville made 
such acknowledgment, could you have traced 
such debt due from him to the public, in 
any of the office-books? I could certainly 
have told that the balance of the account put 
under my charge was so much deficient.— 
Was lord Melville debited for such sum in 
any of the books? He was not.—What was 
the nature of the acknowledgment of lord 
Melville? Merely verbsl.—Did you con- 
ceive Mr, Tweedy acting as a private agent 
for lord Melville, or ever acting for him in 
that capacity ? + I consider him, in these in- 
stances, to have been acting for his lordship 
in a private capacity.—Explain private? 
Merely as a person sent to me by his lordship 
to receive the money which I had previously 
been directed to pay to him.—Were those di- 
rections from lord Melvilie to procure money 
nerally, or to procure him public money? 
fo procure money genera}ly.—-Did you con- 
Vou, Vi— Appendix, 
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sider Mr. Tweedy merely as a messenger to 
carry the money to lord Melville, or con- 
cerned in the application of the money? 
Merely as a messenger. 


The further examination of Alexander Trotter, 


esq. taken on the 4th May 1805. 

Of the sums you have advanced from time 
to time to lord Melville, not exceeding the 
20,0001. as mentioned yesterday, do you 
know whether any part of it was applied to 
any public purpose? I do not, but I beg to 
be understood, that this sum which I men- 


tioned yesterday, is not connected with the 


sums which I have mentioned before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry to have been 
o¢casionally in advance to lord Melville, and 
for which I accounted his lordship my pri- 
vate debtor.—In the tenth report it is men- 
tioned, that a certain sum was lefe in Mr. 
Trotter’s hands, as the balance of the first 
part of the second treasureship, where is that 
sum now, amounting to s484l. 158. 3d.? 
The greater part of it is still in my posses 
sion, but a small part has been paid away at 
one payment.—What was the amount of the 
small payment? I issued 2ool. to the cashier 
to make payment of a larger demand, assisted 
by money in the cashier’s hands.—When 
was that payment made? It was made in 
December 1804, and I have taken measures 
within these two days to pay up the whole 
balance.x—What are the measures you have 
taken? [have enquired into the amount of 
balances remaining unassigned in that trea- 
sureship, with a view to procure assignments 
being made so as to reduce the balance.— 
To whom do you propose to pay the balance, 
when it is so reduced? The account being 
neatly closed, I expect directions from the 
auditor’s office to pay the balance into the 
exchequer.—What obstacles have there been 
in the way to an earlier settlement of this 
account? From the peculiarly intricate 
manner in which the account of the ex- 
treasurers are required to be closed, but 
which intricacy-arises from the minute accu- 
racy which is observed. —There is a certain 
sum mentioned in the.135th page of the 
tenth report of the commissioners of na- 
val enquiry, of the sum of 5563). 6s. 2d. 
which was paid into lord Melville’s own 
hands in May or June 1800, which was the 
balance of lord Melville’s first treasureship, 
ending in 1783; do you know where that 
sum now is? Ido not, any further than I 
have heard lord Melville, within these three 


-weeks or a month say, that he meant to pay 
it immediately into the exchequer.—From . 
the state of the accounts of lord Melville’s 


first _—" could that balance have 


— 
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been eatlier paid into the exchequer ?—I ap- 
prehend not until within these three or four 
months, until which time that account of bis 
lordship had not been delivered to the au- 
ditors—Upon what does that depend, the 
‘delivery to the auditors? ‘The final arrange- 
ment of the accoant, in the minute manner 
in which I have endeavoured to describe, in 
which the whole payments made in the trea- 
sureship are brought to agree in the account 
_of the sums as certified to the several boards, 
with the account made up in a different form, 
and delivered to the auditors.—Whether any 
.of the payments which you had made to Mr. 
Tweedy, by lord Melville’s direction, had 
any relation to those circumstances which 
lord Melville had confidentially communi- 
cated to you, and which you did not deem 
yourself at liberty to relate, as mentioned in 
page 203 inthe tenth report? 1 had no such 
witness desires 'to amend his 
evidence of yesterday, as to sums advanced 
to other persons besides Mr. Tweedy: (see 
page xv. line 3.) In looking at my banker's 
book, I find that I have occassionally made 
payments into the houses of Messrs. Drum- 
mond and Messrs, Coutts, and to my lord 
Melville’s secretary, Mr, Alves, and other 
members of his lordship’s family. ]—Do you 
mean to say that all these payments, added to 
the payments made to Mr. Tweedy, do not 
exceed in the whole, and during the whole 
time of your acting as paymaster to lord 
Melville, the sum of 20,0001.? Upon a 
_ further consideration of the sums which I 
stated yesterday, I should wish to add to that 
sum-2 or 3000].—When did your private 
agency begin with lord Melville? Ido not 
recollect; I had no regular appointment as 
private agent.—Were any acts of private 
agency performed by you for lord Melville, 
previous to your appointment as pay master of 
the navy ? Not any.—When did the private 
. agency cease? It has not ceased.—Have 
you performed any act-of private agency 
since the execution of the releases in 1803? 
I have.—What do you mean by members of 
lord Melville’s family? I mean his domestic 
servants.—[ The witness wishes to amend his 
answer of yesterday, in (page xvi line 49)— 
I have already amended my evidence of yes- 
terday, so far as to say, that I had made ad- 
vances for lord Melville to others besides Mr. 
‘Tweedy ; and I have now further to amend 
my answer of yesterday, by saying, that some 
of those advances made to others than Mr. 
“; weedy, but constituting the sum as I said 
yesterday of 20,0001. and to which to-day I 
have added 2 or 3o000!. were advanced from 
funds exclusively of public money ; and I wish 


PARL, PAPERS, 1805.—Report from the Select Committee 


[xx 


in this to referto my evidence given before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, in page 220, 
as an explanation to an answer that I then 
gave on that subject, and which, as I did not 
recollect at that time the circumstances now 
mentioned, was then perfectly correct ; and 
I must further amend my evidence of yester. 
day by now saying, that I do not think lord 
Melville gave me verbal, or any instructions, 
in some instances wherein I had advanced 
sums of money for his lordship to Mr, 
‘Tweedy. ]—Upon what authority, then, did 
you make such advances? J acted in those 
instances from my own judgment in the ma- 
nagement of his lordship’s concerns.—You 
had at times verbal instructions from lord 
Melville? Yes, I had.—Of the sums ad. 
vanced to Mr. Tweedy and others, for the 
use of lord Melville, stated by you yesterday 
to amount to the sum of 20,0001. to which 
you have added a further sum of 2 or 30col, 
to-day, can you now, upon recollection, state 
how much was public and how much pri- 
vate money? I have no means to enable me 
to state that circumstance with accuracy, 
—Please to state it generally ? As nearly as I 
can state it, about one half public and one half 
private—Do you mean to say one half exclu- 
sively public? I do.—Do you mean the other 
half exclusively private? I mean the other 
half to have been principally advanced from 
my account at the house of Messrs. Coutts 
and co. —Of the advances from 10 to 20,000. 
mentioned in the tenth report to have been 
made by you to lord Melville at different 
times, have you now any means of judging 
what part was public and what private 
money ? I beligve the whole to have been 
advanced from my accounts at the house of 
Messrs. Coutts and co.—Was interest always 
paid by lord Melville to you on those ad- 
vances? It was not.—Was it ever paid? 
No; his lordship paid me no interest for 
those advances.—What was it that induced 
you to exercise your judgment in making 
paymen's to Mr. Tweedy, without any di- 
rection from lord Melville so to do; was it 
from any knowledge of the manner in which 
the money so paid to Mr. Tweedy was to 
be applied on account of lord Melville? I 
allude to private transactions in the manage- 
ment of lord Melville’s private business, in 
which I had general directions, although not 
specific directions on every occasion,—Are 
the committee to understand that some of 
the payments. made to Mr. Tweedy, on lord 
Melville’s account, were made to Mr. Tweedy 
as to a person who had the management of 
lord Melville’s private affairs? Mr. Tweedy 
had not the management of lord Melville’s 
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private affairs.—-Explain to the committee 
what circumstance could induce you to pay 
to Mr. Tweedy money on account of lord 
Melville’s private affsirs, without lord Mel- 
ville’s direction, and without considering 
Mr. Tweedy as being any private agent of 
lord. Melville’s? I have already said that I 
had general directions from lord Melvill: in 
the management of his private affairs, though 
mot specific ones in every instance ; and when 
any sum of money came into my hands upon 
his lordship’s account, Ihave taken it upon 
me to apply that money without directions 
from his lordship.— What were those general 
directions? {t was'a general permission to 
act for lord Melville as I thought proper, in 
his private affairs. 

The further examination of Alexander Trotter, 

es9. taken the 6th of May, 1805. 

Can you recollect any thing about the re- 
payment of the specific sum of 10,000. 
which, at your commencing paymaster, lord 
Melville acknox ledged to you that he owed to 
the public? 1 do not.—What sums did you 
annually receive, as my Jord Melville’s pri- 
vate agent, from other sources, saving those of 
his salary as treasurer of the navy? I do not 
recollect any regular annual payments made 
to me upon his lordship’s account, although 
I have received considerable sums, and in 
many instances.-—Can you form any opinion 
of the average? I cannot.—Did you re- 
ceive, as far as you are informed, all lord 
Melville’s private income in the capacity of 
his private agent? I believe I received all 
his income arising in this country, but I 
cannot speak with certainty.—Did you re- 
ceive for him his salary as treasurer of the 
navy? I did.—The whole of it? As far 
as I recollect, I did.—Have you brought th 
date of the releases? I have-—What are 
they? They were signed by lord Melville 
upon the 18th of February 1803, and by 
myself upon the 23d of that month.—You 
having stated yourself to be still private 
agent to lord Melville, what circumstance 
then led to the execution of mutual releases 
between you and lord Melville? I know 
no circumstance, excepting tht of his lord- 
ship having left this country, and, as I 
thought, without any intention of returning; 
and I conceived that it would be a satisfac. 
faction to lord Melville as weli as myself that 
our heirs in the case of the death of either 
of us, should have as little trouble as possible 
in arranging the several accounts which had 
existed so long between us.—Were the books 
of account destroyed before or after the exe- 
cution of the releases? It was after that 
date—-Who preceded you as paymasier? 
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Mr. Douglas.—Is he dead? He is.—When 
did he die? In December 1785.—Have 
you any means of knowing how long lord 
Melvill¢ had had in his possession the sum of 
10,0001. which lord Melville acknowledged 
to have had in his possession at the,time you’ 
became paymaster? I have not.—Hiow did 
lord Melville describe to you that he had’ 
become possessed of the 10,000]. which he 


| 
then described himself to owe to the navy 


pay office? I do not remember that his 
lordship explained himself to ‘me upon that 
subject. Had you any medns of knowing 
whether that had been applied to a public or 
a private purpose? I had not, further than 
his lordship having exppressed his apprehen- 
sions that it might ultimately be prejudicial 
to his interest.—In what manner? He did 
not enter further in explanation with me 
on the subject.—When you described this’ 
sum of 10,000]. to make part of a sum of 
30,000]. which had been advanced to Mr. 
‘tweedy for the use of lord Melville, did 


| you mean that you had been informed by 


Mr. Tweedy of this sum being so applied ; 
or was it from lord Melville only that you 
derived any knowledge of this sum of 
10 Oool.? It was from lord Melville only 
that I had any information upon the subject 
of this 10,000l.; and if I have conveyed, 
by my former evidence, the idea that this 
sum of money had been advanced to lord 
Melville through the means of Mr. Tweedy, 
I must beg to correct that statement.—Has 
that 10,0001. been repaid ?: That 
as well as every other sum for which lord 
Melville has been indebted to the public, as 
treasurer of the aavy, and which has accrued 
since the year 1786, when I was appointed 
pay master, has been repaid, 

The further examination of Alexander Tratter, 

esq. taken 7th of May 1805. 

Where were the releases executed between 
you and lord Melville? The release was sign- 
ed by his lordship at his own house in Scot+ 
land, and by myself in London.—Did any 
conversation relative to the account books, 
or their destruction, take place between you 
and lord Melville previous to their being de- 
stroyed ? The subject never came under con- 
sideration between his lordship and myself, 
to the best of my recollection.—Has any sub- 
sequent conversation taken place on that sub- 
ject ? None, except of my having informed 
his lordship of the tact, and the regret which _ 
we have boih fe’t on the circumstance. —Has 
any comrnunication by letter, before, or since, 
taken place upon that subject ? None what- 
ever.—-Can you give to the committee any 
~~ explanation of the conversation 
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which you related yesterday to have taken 
place between you and lord Melville, at the 
time he acknowledged his debt of 10,000}. 
to the public, when you commenced paymas- 
ter, or can you now recollect with more pre- 
cision what the words were used by Jord 
Melville? I am sorry, from the distance of 
time when that conversation took place, that 
Thave it not in my power to give any further 
explanation upon that subject.—Please to re- 
peat his words, as near as you can recollect, 
that you before mentioned ? His lordship ex- 
pressed his apprehensions that the circum- 
stance alluded to might ultimately prove pre- 
judicial to him, and which I concluded to be 
meant in a pecuniary light.—What circum- 
stance? The. circumstance of the balance put 
under my charge being about 10,0col. less 
than the balance for which he was account- 
able to the public.—Do you know whether 
lord Melville has attested and returned to the 
proper officer, the general statement of his ac- 
counts transmitted to him to attest, but which, 
"as appears in the 134th page of the tenth 
report, had not then been returned to the ac- 
countant, which prevented the account from 
being delivered into the auditor’s office? His 
lordship has attested and returned the ac- 
count, and it was detained at the time which 
the accountant mentions, from the statement 
which had been sent to his lordship for his 
attestation having been found incomplete.— 
Are the drafts drawn upon the bank from the 
navy pay-office, when paid, returned to the 
office at stated periods? ‘They are always re- 
turned when the book is balanced, which has 
been generally, but not invariably, once a 
month.— When returned, are they preserved? 
‘They have not been preserved, as they are 
considered to be of no use when the balance is 
agreed.—During the 14 years you were pay- 
master, did you receive in all, upon lord 
Melville’s private account, to the amount of 
20,0001.? I certainly have.—What were the 
sources of income in England, of which you 
described yourself yesterday to be in the re- 
ceipt on account of lord Melville? I have, I 
believe, uniformly received his salary as trea- 
surer of the navy ; but I do not recollect that 
any other receipts which have come into my 
hands of his lordship’s income were derived 
from any public situation, but have been con- 
fined to sums which I may have received in 
the management of his private affairs. —What 
was the largest sum you ever had in your 
hands of the private account of lord Melville 
at one time? That appears perfectly impos- 
sible for me to ascertain, as his private trans- 
actions passed through an account current in 
which his lordship was generally indebted to 
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me; but:at other times the balance was in fa. 

vour of his lordship, when I neither charged 

interest upon any balance due by his lordship, 

nor did I charge myself with any interest at 

times when the balance may have been in his 
lordship’s favour.—Do you recollect the 
largest balance in the account current that 

ever appeared in favour of lord Melville? In 
an account comprehending so long a period, : 
it was very difficult for me to give an accu- 
rate answer to that question ; but it certainly 
has at some time been as large as between 
20001. or 3000). in lord Melville’s favour.— 
Do you recollect the largest balance in the 
account current that ever appeared in your 
favour, with the same degree of accuracy? § 
do not recollect with the same degree of ac- 
curacy, but I have upon a former occasion 
declared it had never exceeded from 10 to 
20,000l.—Do you now allude to the sums 
mentioned in your evidence before the com- 
missioners of naval enquiry, to have been ad- 
vanced by you occasionally to lord Melville, 
to the sums mentioned by you in your evi- 
dence before this committee to have been ad- 
vauced to lord Melville through the hands of 
Mr. Tweedy, Messrs. Drummond, and others, 

or to any other sums? I allude to the sums 
which I had occasionally advanced to lord 
Melville, as siated in the tenth teport; but 
some of those occasional advances may have. 
been made through the hands of Mr. Twee- 
dy, Messrs, Drummond, or others.—Are the 
committee still to understand that you mean 

the advances of from 10 to 20,0001. as men- 
tioned in the tenth report, to be distinct and 
different from the advances of 23,000]. made 
by you in the whole, as stated by you in 
evidence before this committee? They are 

still to understand so.—Did these different 
advances all pass through your account cur- 
rent with lord Melville? They did not.— 
Distinguish which did and which did not? 
cannot do it from memery.—Have you any 
documents to refer to? I have already stated 

that I have none, and my regret for that cir- 
cumstance.—Why were some of the advances 
placed in the account, and others not? J only 
placed the sums in theaccount current of which 
I knew of the appropriation; of the appro- 
priation of the other sums I was ignorant.— 
Do you mean by appropriation, that you had, 
the payment of such sums on behalf of lord. 
Melville? With regard to the account cur- 
rent, I do.— You have stated to the commit- 

tee, in a former part of your evidence, that 
you did receive interest on some advances 

made to lord Melville, on others none; you 
have to-day stated, that in the account cut- 

rent you had neither charged interest to.lord. 
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Melville, when the balance in that account 
appeared in your favour, nor paid it when it 
appeared in favour of his lordship; on what 
advances then did you apd interest? J al- 
luded to a sum of money which his lordship 
directed me to borrow, and for which, his 
lordship paid a regular interest of 5]. per cent. 
The further examination of Alexander Trotter, 
esq. taken the gth of May 1805. 

Were you the lender of the money borrow- 
ed for lord Melville, and for which he paid 
an interest ? I was.—What was the amount? 
My recollection does not enable me to state 
this with accuracy; but I believe, to the 
best of my knowledge, that it was a sum not 
wenene from 20 to 23,000l.—Is that sum 
repaid? It is.—-How long since? Four or five 
years.—Was you agent for the whole of lord 

elville’s income arising from private sources 
in England? As far as I know I was so.— 
Were you in the receipt of the whole or any 
part of lord Melville’s income, arising from 

rivate sources in Scotland ? His lordship has 
made me frequent remittances from Scotland ; 
but I do not know from what sources they 
arose.— You were not then regularly in the 


receipt of lord Melville’s income arising from” 


private sources in Scotland? 1 was not.—Do 
you know of any instance between August 
1796, and January #798, of any navy bill or 
victualling bill becoming due and presented 
for payment, not having been paid when pre- 
sented, owing to the want of effects for the 
dann of such navy and victualling bill ? 
That certainly is not within my knowledge. 
—Must you have known it from your situa- 
tion in the navy pay-office, if such an event 
had actually happened ? I think I must un- 
questionably have known it.—During that 
period, in a former part of your evidence, 
you have stated that you were in Scotland; 
had such a circumstance happened during 
your absence in Scotland, would it have been 
communicated to you officially, either by Mr. 
Wilson or Mr. Swaffield, cashier of the vic- 
tualling bills? Undoubtedly a circumstance 
80 singular would have been communicated 
to me by one or other of those gentlemen, 
especially as I do not believe or recollect that 
any such circumstance had occurred during 
the whole time I acted as paymaster of the 
navy.—What is the longest period at any one 
time of your absence from London, during 
the time that you was paymaster, during 
which period Mr. Wilson was drawing mo- 
ney from the bank with blank checks signed 
by you? I was absent from the pay-office, I 
believe, between three and four months in the 
year 1797, upon the occasion of my marriage 
4 Scotland; but I have very seldum been 
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absent from the office for any period of tims 

nearly approaching to this.—[Mr. Trottee 

produced release between him and lord Mel- 

ville—Release read, ] 

The further examination of Alexander Trotter, 
esq. taken the yoth of May 1805. 

Who drew the release between you and 
lord Melville? Mr. Spottiswoode, of Sack- 
ville-street, my solicitor.—lIs he dead? Yes. 
—Who settled it? I do not know if any. ones 
—Who gave the instructions for it? [t pro. 
ceeded from an advice of Mr. Spottiswoode 
himself, who brought me the ceed ready pre- 
pared, without any particular instructions 
from any one.—Was any particular insttuc- 
tion given, or did any order or conversation 
take place upon the particular part of the 
deed which relates to the giving up or de- 
struction of vcuohers or other documents? © 
None that I remember, excepting Mr. Spot- 
tiswoode’s general observation, that it would 
be no longer necessary to preserve any vouch- 
ers relating to accounts between lord Mel- 
ville and myself. 

Lhe further examination of Alexander Trotter, 
esq. taken the 16th of May 1805. 

You have stated, in your evidence before 
the commissioners of naval enquiry, that upon 
the death of Mr. Adam Jellicoe you took 
possession of some of his private papers; 
videlicet, all those which you thought neces~ 
sary, as tending to secure his public balance; 
have any of those papers or books been de- 
stroyed by you, or by your direction, or to 
your knowledge? They have not.—Can you 
now, upon recollection, state whether you 
ever were in possession of, or ever had a view 
of Jellicoe’s private ledger? I never was in 
possession of it; I think I have seen it, but 
never to look into it with attention.— Where 
did you see it? I think at the pay-office.— 
In whose hands, in whose possession, or whose 
custody was it when you saw it? I do not 
know in whose custody it was, but I think it 
was in the hands of the accomptant, Mr. 
Black.—Wkhen did you see it? I have no re- 
collection whatever.—About what time as 
near as you can recollect ? I do not recollect 
having seen it much later than the period 
when Mr. Jellicoe died.—It is stated by 
Mr. Samuel Jellicoe, in his evidence be- 
tore the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
that it was consented to by you that he 
should pay a debt of 4,ocol. due by him 
to the estate of his father, by instalments of 
2o0ol. a year, and that he had paid to you the 
sum of 2,050). up to the 31st of March 1800; 
and it appears that lord Melville was acquit- 
fed of the deficiency of Mr. Adam Jeilicoe 
by a writ of privy seal, dated the z2gth of 
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May 1800; have you received any further | July, 1788, expressing that sundry bonds 
instalment upon the said debt, or did you | and assignments of Mr. Cort’s patent were ° 
communicate to the sclicitor of the treasury, | the securities offered, which were all in. 
to the secretary of the treasury, or in any | cluded in the property found under the ex. 
other way, to the board of treasury, your | tent; who made such note? I have no recol- 
consent to the payment of the said debt of | lection who made that note, although it is 
4,000l. by instalments, and did yeu furnish | not impossible that it may have been myself. 
them with a statement of the instalments} Why were the securities, tehdered by Mr, 
paid, and balances due up to the period of | Adam Jellicoe in his letter of the roth of 
the sealing of such writ? My consent was | July 1798, not accepted? If they were not 
probably obtained to the payment of this | accepted, 1 do not recollect the reason for 
debt by the instalments mentioned by Mr. | which they were rejected.—Can you inform | 
Jellicce: but I have lately seen Mr. Jellicoe, | the committee where the first deficiency of 
who recalled to my recollection that the Mr. Jellicoe, in his balance to the treasurer 
agreement to reduce that debt, by the annual of the navy, can be discovered? I cannot.— 
payments of 200]. was made between the so- | Will not examination of the books of the of- 
licitor of the treasury and him. I have stated | fice of the first entrance of Mr. Jellicoe into 
to the commissioners of naval enquiry that 1 | the situation which he held at his death, fur- 
had no authority to call for money due to the | nish such iaformation ? Certuinly nct.——-Why? 
estate of the late M:. Jellicoe ; I however did | Because a balance was necessarily put into his 
not fail to use my best endeavours to collect | hands to carry on the duties of his cffice, 
any money which I thought I could obtain | which was never required to be altogether li- 
in reduction of his debt, by applying to those | quidated, until his embarrassments were tus- 
from whom I knew it was due; in this light | pected to exist. —When cid you first suspect 
I appeared to have applied to Mr. S, Jellicoe, | such embarrassment? I should think absut a 
and to have received the several instalments | year or two before his death, but 1 do not 
mentioned ih his evidence, which I have | remember the circumstance with precision.— 
brought to account, with al! the other sums | Did he disclose to you such embarrasstnent, 
which I have received upon the account of | or did )ou communicate to him your suspi- 
the late Mr. Jellicoe, and they are included | cions that they existed? I communicated my 
in the account published in the tenth report, | apprehension to him upon the subject.—Did 
intituled, * An Account in Trust for the | he confess them? Most readily; as he was a 
Estate of the late Mr. Adam Jellicoe.” I | man of the most upright character.— Did you 
applied to Mr. S. Jellicoe some time between | immediately communicate with lord Melville 
March and June 1800 for a payment as far as | onthe subject? I think-his lordship was at that 
it was then due, or up till the last term of | (ime in Scotland, but 1 did not fail to cons- 
payrrent, which he sent to me, and it is ac- ;municate any information which | was en- 
cordingly brought to account in my trust ac- | abled to give upon that subject withont de- 
count: but I have never made any applica- | lay.—Do you recollect lord Melville’s an- 
tion since that time for any further payment, | swer, or any instructions he gave you on.the 
nor have I made any communication or state- | subject in consequence of such communica- 
ment of the account to the board of treasury, | tion? I do not recollect any particulars of 
1° - or to the solicitor, as the agreement was not | the instructions which I probably received 
made by me, nor had I any power to compel | upon that subject ; but we were both de. 
the fulfilment of it.—Was lord Melville privy | cidedly of opinion, that it would prove most 
to, or had you any instructions from him, or | to the advantage of the public that no severe 
any communication with him, relative to the | steps should immediately be taken in order to 
mode in which Mr. S. Jellicoe was to liqui- | secure this debt, as we had the greatest con- 
date his debt of 4,000!.? I do not recollect | fidence in his assurances, that the business in 
having any instructions from his lordship, or | which he was engaged would soon enable 
communication with him upen this subject, him to extricate himself from his difficulties. 
although it is very possible that [ may have |—Had you any conversation or o:her com- 
informed him of what I know’ respecting this | munication with Mr. Cort, upon the sub- 
business.—Do you recollect having seen any | ject? I had many conversations with Mi. 
account of the securities tendered to lord | Cott upon the subject, and lord Melville’s 
Melville by Mr. Adam Jellicoe, in his letter | son, ‘Mr. Dundas, took a great deal of trou- 
of the roth of July, 1788? I saw them at the | ble after Mr. Jellicoe’s death, in endeavour- 
time, but I have entirely forgot what they | ing to make Mr. Cort’s patent of value, so 
consisted of.—There appears a note at the | as to be brought in liquidation of Mr. Jelli- 
foot of Mr. Jellicoe’s letter of the 1oth of | coe’s debt, —Who drew the memagial presents 
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ed to the lords of the treasury, on.which the 
writ of privy seal was founded? I do not 
know.—-Who furnished the instructions for 
that draft? I probably furnished information 
myself, but did not furnish instructions.— 
To whom did you give such information? 
To lord Melville, as far as I recollect.—Did 
you go into a minute enquiry of all Mr. Jel- 
licoe’s circumstances at the time his deficiency 
was first noticed, and did you render account 
of such enquiry to lord Melville? I believe I 
did.—Is the minute of any such enguiry in 
existence ? I had only verbal communications 
with Mr, Jellicoe, and do not recollect that I 
made any minute of them, unless it may have 
been in my letters to his lordship.—Can you 
state the reasons why the freehold property at 
Gosport was not sold, and the proceeds ap- 

lied in discharge of Mr. Jellicoe’s balance? 
am not enabled to state the reason, that bu- 
siness not having come within my province.— 
Would the sale of this estate, which appears 
valued at roool. stated in the inquisition 
taken before the sheriff of Hampshire, have 
been more advantageous to the public than 
the rent of rool. per annum, paid by Mr. 
Samuel Jellicoe to the crown for the same? 
Tam altogether unacquainted wih the value 
of this property, and consequently unable to 
form any judgment upon it.—Has the right 
in the crown to cause the sale of this property 
to be made at any time it may be thought 
expedient to do so, been affected or dimi- 
nished by the above arrangement ?—This ap- 
pears to be a matter of law, of which Iam 
altogether unacquainred.—Is not the said rent 
of tool. per annum distinct from the annual 
instalment of zool. agreed to be paid by Mr. 
Samuel Jellicoe in discharge of the 4,009). 
which appears to have been a debt due by 
him to his late father’s estate, such sum hav- 
ing been advanced to him by his said father 
when he first went into bmsiness? I really do 
not know, and am much concerned in appear- 
ing to be so ignorant upon this business; but 
hope the committee will excuse me in refer- 
ring to an answer which I have made to a 
former question, by which I have endeavour- 
ed to explain, that I never had any manage- 
ment of this business, excepting in receiving 
such sums as were paid into my hands, which 
I brought regularly to account.—Do you 
Conceive that such advance was made by Mr. 
Jellicoe to his son as a loan, or that it was 
intended by him as a part of the provision for 
him as his son? I believe from a knowledge 
of the affectionate care which Mr. Jellicoe 
took of his family, that this sum was meant 
as a provision for his son upon his going into 
business,—Were the youchers at the time of 
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the release in your possession, or in Scot- 

land, or in England? Mostly in. this coun- 

try.—Were lord Melville’s there or in Eng- 

land? I should rather suppose they were in 

Scotland. 

The further Examination of Alexander Trotter, 
esq. taken the 22d of May, 1805. 

In point of fact, did you take upon your- 
self to collect whatever you could of Mr. Jel- 
licoe’s property and debts ? I was as active ia 
doing so as much as I could, or thought my- 
self warranted in doing, for a considerable 
time after Mr, Jellicoe’s death—Did Mr. 
White know that you were taking those ac-. 
tive steps for that purpose? I had many meet- 
ings and conversazions with Mr, White, and 
we certainly both exerted ourselves in the 
business as far as we could be serviceable in 
it.—Do you know whether Mr. White, from 
what passed between you, relied upon the in- 
formation he received from you relative to the 
property? As far as my information went, 
I make no doubt he relied upon it; but the 
other business of the pay office engaged so 
much of my attention, that it was impossible 
for me to give that full information upon the 
business which I could wish to have done.— 
Why did you permit so large an arrear of the 
rent and instalments from Jellicoe to accrue ? 
I had no reason whatever for doing so farther 
than as I have already explained, my not 
considering myself authorised to compel any 
payments whatever upon that account,—Do 
you know whether there are any debts dueto 
Adam Jellicoe now recoverable, exclusive of. 
Samuel Jellicoe’s? Ido not recollect any at 
this moinent that 1 consider to be recoverable. 
—Did lord Melville give you any instruc- 
tions for inserting the clause to destroy 
vouchers in the release before it was drawn 
up? He did not.—Do you know of his hav- 
ing given such instructions to any other per- 
son? | do not.—At whose desire was that 
clause introduced? I do not know; I can 
only repeat, that Mr. Spottiswood: brought 
me the release to sizn, without any particular 
instructions from me,—Look at the tenth re- 
port; in the account contained in that page 
your account is debited for several victualling 
and navy bills, at the foot of which the dis- 
count is subtracted, was that the regular dis- 
count at that time on victaalling and navy 
bills? Iam altogether ignorant of the cire 
cumstance; but I have no reason to doubt 
the accuracy of my banker’s accounts.—Dao 
you know what period those victualling and 
navy bills had to run? I reaily am altogether 
ignorant of the circumstance.—Have you any 
reason whatever to doubt that the discount 
upon those navy and victualling bills was 
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other than the regular marketable discount at 

the time? I have certainly no reason what- 

ever to doubt such fact. 

The further Examination of Alexander Trotter, 
esq. taken the 23d of May, 1805. 

You have stated, that at various times you 
advanced various sums of money on account 
of lord Melville to Mr. Tweedy, Messrs. 
Drummond, Mr, Alves the private secretary 
and other members of lord Melville’s family ; 
do you mean to state, that all the persons 
above enumerated received payments out of 
the sum of 22 or 23,0001. advanced by you 
at various times to lord Melville, for which 
no interest was paid ; or do you mean to de- 
scribe them as the parties to whom payments 
had generally been made by you on lord Mel- 
ville’s account, out of other as well as the 
find above mentioned? I mean it of the Iat- 
ter description.—Did you ever make any pay- 
ment out of the above fund of 22 or 23,0001. 


- to any member of lord Melville’s family ? I 


do not remember that I ever did.—Were the 
funds received by you, on lord Melville’s 
private account, paid into the mixed fund at 
Messrs. Coutts, which you have stated to 
consist partly of public and partly of private 
money ? They were.—Can you precisely 
state the, persons to whom issues out of the 
above fund of 22 or 23,000]. were made? I 
have not means of precisely stating it. 

The further Examination of Alexander Trotter, 

esq. taken the 27th of May, 1805. 
- You have stated, that you were in the ha- 


_ bit of applying sums of money, on lord Mel- 


ville’s account, under general instructions 
previously given to you tor the management 
of his private affairs; do you recollect whe- 
ther you applied, under such general instruc- 
tions, any part of the 22 or 23,0001. on 
which you have stated no interest was 
charged? I do not recollect having applied 
any part of that money under general instruc- 
tions, as these were the sums which lord Mel- 
ville never gave me any information upon.— 
Was Mr, Tweedy employed in the manage- 
ment of issues on lord Melville’s account, out 
of any other fund than the abovementioned 


. fund of 22 or\z3,000l.? I was in the habit 


of employing Mr. Tweedy in almost all my 
money transactions, with lord Melville as 
well as with others.x—Was any part of that 
sum of 32 or 23,000). paid to Mr. Tweedy, 
without an antecedent order of lord Melville? 
I do not recollect any.—In the account of re- 
ceipts and payments between the 1st and 31st 
of January, 1798, there appears an entry of 
ranch, to repay 
the like sum transferred from thence to 


#* Wages” in March 1797; have you any 
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transfer and repayment? None whatever,— 
Have you any recollection of any transfer and 
repayment of the like nature? Not of any of 
the like nature, but I have frequently from 
the navy branch to the pay branch, and vice 
verfa. 
The Examination of Charles Tweedy, esq. taken 
the 4th of May, 1805+ 

Are you the eldest son of your late father? 
Yes.—Are you executor? No.—Who did 
administer? No one ; he died without a will, 
—When did he die? On the 14th of Jann. 
ary 1803.—Did you come into possession 
of your father’s books and papers? I did. 


Did your father act as eo agent to lord » 


Melville? Not that I know of.—Amongst 
the books of your father’s, were there any 
accounts between lord Melville and your fa- 
ther ? Not that I know of.—Are all the books 
of accounts belonging to your late father 
which came into your possession on his death, 
now in existence? Yes,—Can you undertake 
to say, that in those books there may not be 
accounts of money transactions between the 
late Mr. Tweedy and lord Melville? I think 
no other than in an official way; by official, 
I meaa, discharging strictly that duty he 
held under lord Melville.—What office do 
you hold? I am called ledger writer in the 
victualling department of the navy pay office, 
—Have you acted as private agent to lord 
Melville in any capacity ? Never. 
Lhe further Examination of Charles Tweedy, 
esq. taken the 7th of May, 1805. 
Are those books produced, all the books 
of accounts or papers that came into your 
possession at your father’s death? Yes.—Do 
you know of the destruction of any books or 
papers of your father’s previous to his death ? 
I do not.—Have you any knowledge of any 
sum or sums of money received by your fa- 
ther from Mr. Trotter, for the use of lord 
Melville? 1 have not. 
The Examination of Thomas Wilfon, esq. taken 
the 4th of May, 1805. 

Was you in the habit of tranfaCting bufi- 
ness for Mr. Trotter during his absence? 
Frequently.—Under what authority ? I had 
no written authority, but I have understood, 
with the approbation of the treasurer.—Did 
you draw for the public money issued for the 
service of the navy during such absences? I 
did draw for the public money, but not un- 
der my own signature.—In what way then? 
By blank checks, signed by the paymaster.— 
Had you unlimited powers as to the extent to 
which you were to draw? I had unlimited 
powers.—Do you recollect having advanced 
any sum or sums of the public money, during 
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Mr. Trotter's absence, to lord Melville, or 
any other person on his account, for purposes 
not naval? I do recollect but one instance, 
which took place about the latter end of the 
year 1796, when, by Lord Melville’s direc- 
tions, i drew out the sum of 40,000. the ap- 
ication of which was not revealed to me.x— 
you recollect the precise date? I do not 
recollect the precise date; some time in Au. 
gust, September, or October.—Was no entry 
made of such payment? No part of the trans- 
action was committed to paper by me.—Did 
you inform Mr, Trotter what had taken 
place? I did, by letter to Mr. Trotter, upon 
the same day on which it took place; my 
reason for being so positive fcr stating that I 
wrote to Mr. ‘Trotter on the same day, being 
in the constant habit of informing him daily 
of the transactions of the office.——Did you 
take copies of those letters? I never did.— 
Were entries made in any books of all other 
yments of public money made by you? 
here were.—How then did you, or could 
you state your balances, with this omission 
of 40,000l.? ‘The 40,cool. having been 
drawn from the account of the bank, it could 
not appear in the public books as a transac- 
tion for naval services, but it always ‘* ap- 
peared in the monthly accounts of the office 
asa part of the stated balance” due to the 
public.—Was the whole sum drawn for in 
one or more drafts? As far as my recollec- 
tion goes, it was paid in one, but whether 
drawn or not in one or more, I do not re- 
member.—Have you any recollection of the 
branch of service to which the draft or drafts 
“were made applicable, in order to their form- 
ing a sufficient voucher for the payment of 
the money at the bank? I apprehend the pay 
branch.-—Into whose hands was the 40,000l. 
paid by you? I waited on my lord Melville, 
with whom Mr, Long was, and paid it either 
to one or other of those gentlemen in bank 
notes at lord Melville’s office in Parliament- 
street.—Did you take any receipt or acquit- 
tance from either of them? None.—Sup- 
posing the death of the parties concerned in 
this transaction had taken place, was there 
any document. of any sort any where, by 
which the public could have been made ac- 
qguainted with the disposition of this 40,0001. 
professedly drawn for the pay branch of the 
Navy, but paid into the hands of lord Mel- 
_Ville or Mr, Long, for purposes not naval? 
None, that I know of. — Has the money been 
all returned ? It has been all returned; _be- 
cause, in consequence of the conclusion of 
lord Melville’s treasurership, the exact ha- 
lance due to the public was transferred to the 
- account of his successor.—-Do you know at 
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what period or periods the whole, or any 
part of the sum, pe returned? I do not; in 
all probability the several repayments, were 
placed to the credit of Mr. Trotter’s account 
with Messrs. Coutts; and I beg leave to add, 
that some also may have been paid to the trea- 
surer’s account at the bank, but I have no do« 
cuments or books by which I can identify _ 
such periods of repayments; but I know dis- 
tinctly of one sum of 4,000l. paid to me by 
Mr. Long, as forming a part of the repay- 
ment of the sum of 40,000l.—Where did 
you place that 4,oool.? It appears that I 
placed it to the credit of Mr. Trotter’s ace 
count, upon the day that I received it, with 
Messrs. Coutts\—Which of his accounts ? 
His general account.—Did you give the 
clerks of Messrs. Coutts directions to place it 
to this or that account of Mr. Trotter, or- 
metely to his account generally, without spe- 
cifying which? I believe I did not give them 
any particular directions on the subject.—Are 
the committee to understand that you have 
no knowledge whatever of the application of 
public money issued for naval services to pure 
poses not naval, besides what you have men- 
tioned? T apprehend there have.—Have you 
any knowledge of what such application has 
been? I apprehend to Mr. Trotter’s private 
use.—To the private use of any body else? 
Not to the best of my knowledge.—Do you 
know to what extent sums have been drawn, 
issued for the service of the navy, and applied 
to purposes not naval? I am perfectly income, 

tent to answer that question, without havin 

ad access to Mr. ‘Trotter’s accounts, an 
which is impossible for me to ascertain from 
the printed copy of his account with Messrs. 
Coutts.—Have you any general knowledge 
of the extent? The only documents upon 
which I can give that opinion, is the printed 
account of balances of the different cashiers 
of the pay-office, as presented to the com- 
missioners of naval enquiry, which states the 
deficiency of the treasurer’s balance at the 
bank.—Are the committee to understand, 
that yow have no knowledge whatever of any — 
sum or sums of money issued for naval ser- 
vices, and diverted to purposes not naval by 
any person or persons, or by the authority of 
any person or persons, or for the use of any 
person or persons except Mr, Trotter, savin 
always the sum of 40,000l. above alladed to 
None, to the best of my knowledge. 
The farther examination of Thomas Wilfon, esqe 

taken the 7th of May, 1805. 

[ The witness wishes to amend his evidence 
on the 4th of May—instead of ** appeared in 
the monthly accounts of the office, as part of 
the stated balance,” I should have stated, 
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*¢ formed apart of the stated balances :” 
and { think it my duty to state'to the com: 
mittee, in further reply to the last question on 
the 4th of May—that I should have made 
the same acknowledgment which I did to the 
commissioners of naval enquiry—that money 
for the payment of exchequer fees was placed 


in my hands, from which I had derived an: 


advantage. | 


The further examination of Thomas Wilson, esq. 


taken the 11th of May 1805. 
From a view of the paper put into your 


‘hands, purporting to be an extract from the 


bank books, of the drafts paid to the order of 
Alexander Trotter, esq. as paymaster of the 
navy pay-office, can you inform the commit- 
tee by which of the draft or drafts therein 


specified you obtained the mone into 


the hands of Mr. Long, or lord Melville ; 
viz, 40,0001. as stated by you before this 
committee? I really cannot.—When money 
was drawn for by the paymaster during the 
last treasurership of lord Melville, to any par- 
ticular head of service, was such money drawn 
from an aggregate fund, for which the trea- 
surer of the navy was credited at the bank, or 
were the drafts drawn for monies applicable 
to distinct heads of service, paid out of dis- 
tinct. accounts raised for such head of service, 
in the bank books? The balance of money 
to the credit of the treasurer of the navy, at 
the bank, was not distinguished by different 
heads of service, but formed an aggregate, 
upon which the drafts were distinguished by 
the heads of service; but the accounts of the 
bank were not so distinguished:—Were cer- 
tificates, during that treasurership, regularly 
‘sent to the different boards of the sums at the 
‘bank, applicable to the service of each board, 
by the treasurer of the navy or his agent, in 
order that they might be informed of the ba- 
lances fur the amount of which they might 
make assignments? The boards were regular- 


ly informed of all issues of money from the 
exchequer by certificates or receipts, dated upon 


the day of such issues, and the application of 
such monies.— You have before stated, that 
all drafts drawn on account of every branch 
of service, although such drafts distinguished 
each branch for which they were so drawn, 
were paid out of an aggregate fund at the 


bank, how then could information be given 
to the different boards’of the specific sum 
“allotted for the service of each board at the 


bank.—The issue of money from the exche- 


“quer is directed by the treasury,-and in their 
" Jetter the services for which the money is to be 
_ applied isdistinctly stated, and the certificate or 


receipt is in some respects a copy or transcript 
of that letter,x—In point of fact, in drawing 
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-for.monies.for any branch of service, wasit — 
-matter of consideration with the paymaster, 
whether the balance for such branch of sete 


vice at the bank was specifically adequate to 
the demand of that branch, or whether the 
general balance at the bank, to the credit of 
the treasurer of the navy, was adequate to the 
demands, or probable immediate demands, of 
all of service? I have not the 
means of ascertaining whether the particular 
head of service was adequate for the amount 
of such drafts of the paymaster; and with: 
regard to the latter part of the question, [ 
believe that the aggregate fund was always 
sufficient to answer the drafts upon the vari. 
ous heads of service for which they were 
made.—When the monies had been issued 
from the exchequer, as before stated, and the 
certificates or receipts had been sent in cone 
sequence of such issues to the different boards, 
were the drafts given on account of the ser- 
vice of each board checked, according to the 
balance stated in such certificate to be appli. 
cable to the service of such board? There are 
three great heads of service, namely, the navy, 
the pay, and victualling ; but these branch 
out into various other heads, the account of 
which is kept by each board, by which they 
regulate their aflignments upon the treasurer; 
and when such minor heads are nearly ex- 
hausted, the boards then direct the treasurer 
to make further application upon these heads. 
—Supposing an issue to have been made 
from the exchequer to the credit of the trea- 
surer of the navy at the bank, of the sum of 
100,000], for each great head of service, and 
that the demand made for the first head 
amounted to 150,000], and the demands for 
the two others to 50,0001. each, would the 
aflignments of the first have been stopped on 
account of the excess of the demand above 
the issue for that particular head, or would 
such assignments have been allowed on ac- 
count of the aggregate balance exceeding the 
aggregate demand? I presume that the differ- 
ent boards have never made assignments to a 
greater extent than the actual amount of mos 
ney received from the exchequer for each 
articular minor head of service; but if the 
atd’s application had heen short issued, I 
do suppose the service may have been delay- 
ed until the whole application was completed. 
I beg leave to add, that J am not competent 
to answer this question to the satisfaction of 
the hon. committee ; and that it more parti- 


cularly rests with the different boards than 


any person in the navy pay-office to answer it 
fully.—Is it usual “forthe treasury to make 
pattial issues upon memorials from the trea- 
surer upon the direction of the different 
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boards for such issues? Very frequently.— 
Who gives directions to the treasurer of the 
navy to apply for money by memorial on the 
pay branch? ‘The navy board.—How were 


- such memorials, in point of fact, conveyed 


during the last treasurership of lord Melville? 
By letters addressed to the treasurer of the 
navy from the navy board, regularly signed 
by three commissioners of the navy board; 
upon which letter the memorial to the trea- 
sury was formed, together with a copy of the 
letter inclosed:— How are the payments made 
in the pay branch ? To parties themselves in 
money, such as seamen, and to the agents of 
officers; to whom, if their demands are large, 
the deputy paymaster may sometimes give his 
drafts,’ There are other kinds of payments, 
such as half-pay, which the officers of the 
navy have a privilege to receive by remit- 
tance bills, drawn upon collectors of the re- 
venue nearest their own homes ; those bills, I 
understand, are transmitted to their boards, 
as forming a part of their collections, and the 
boards afterwards bring them to the pay- 
office for payment,—Is the pay and _half-pay 
of the navy regularly paid, or at what dis- 
tance of time from the periods from which it 
is due? I think it has generally been three 
months after it has become due; but it va- 
ries; and at this time the half-pay of the 
navy, due at Christmas last, only commenced 
payment on Monday last.—-During the last 
treasurership of lord Melville, what was the 
longest arrear of the half-pay of the navy? I 
Cannot answer that question precisely, other- 
wise than generally, as I have answered the 
former question.—Can any information on 
the subject be obtained by any books or do- 


euments? Certainly.—Were the bills drawn: 


by'the collectors of the revenue, in conse- 
quence of payments made by them to half- 
pay officers in their respective neighbour- 
hoods, when accepted, in all instances regu- 


~ Tarly honoured? The bills are not drawn by 


the collectors of the revenue, but upon appli- 
cation of the half-pay officer to the treasurer 


‘of the navy, he causes to be made out two 


bills, being duplicates of each other, for the 


' amount of the half-pay due; one of which is 


transmitted to the collector, on whom he de- 


‘sires it may be drawn, and the other to him- 


selfi—Were such bil!s as you have now de- 


scribed, in all instances, regularly paid, and 


without any delay? I do not know an in- 


stance to the contrary,—-Do. such. bills ever. 
“come into the hands of the public, or are they’ 


always transacted between the revenue boatds 


‘and the navy pay-office? I believe invariably 
_transacted between the boards»—Upon what 
; direction, from any board, was the memorial 
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for the issue of the 40,0001. paid by you into 
the hands of lord Melville, or Mr. Long, — 
sent to the exchequer? It is impossible for 
me to state upon any memorial by which that 
sum may have been received from the exche~ 
quer, but was drawn from the aggregate 
balance of the treasurer, and the transaction 
never appeared in any official book whatever. 
—Whataccount is there kept of money issued 
from the bank to the paymaster or treasurer, 
in the particular office, of the head of service 
for which such money is issued ? I know.of 
no such book, but I apprehend Mr. Trotter 
may have kept such account in books of his 
own,—Is there then not public book of ace 
count or document by which it can be ascer- 
tained, whether money issued: from the bank 
for any particular head of service, has or has. 
not been applied to that head of service? 
Where monies have been issued tothe cashiers, 
such issues are kept by them for the purpose 
of making out their fortnights accounts, and 
which accounts are kept in the books of the 
office.—lIs the treasurer of the navy the officer 
to judge of the adequacy of balances in the 
bank for the several branches of ‘service, or 
the commissioners of the respective boards ? 
The commissioners of the respective boards. 
—Is the treasurer of the navy ministerial in 
executing the orders of the respective boards, 
and notifying to the several boards the issues 
made by the exchequer upon his memorials, 
or does he act in any degree upon his.own 
discretion? I certainly consider that the trea- 
surer of the navy acts in this respect ministe- 
rially, and ‘not upon his own discreticn.— 
Does the treasurer of the navy consider him- 
self at liberty to subtract, and apply the funds 
so subtracted from the balance of any one. 
board at the bank, and to apply it to the ser- 
vice of another? Certainly he cannot.—In 
case the treasurer of the navy did subtract 

from such balances for any purpose whatever, — 
and the respective boards assigned to the full 
extent of their balances at the bank, and the 
parties in possession of such assignments did 
actually present such a for pay- 
ment, what would then happen? I should 
consider it asa breach of duty, and what the 
treasurer of the navy had no power to do,— 
Has this. case ever happened? I have never 
known-an instance of it?—How came the 
40,000]. advanced to Mr. Boyd not to be 
productive of ‘delay or embarrassment to the 


‘public service; was it from.any knowledge 
the respective boatds had of such advance, 


and their forbearing to assign in consequence 
thereof, or from the assignments actually 
made by them not being immediately pre- 
sented by the parties receiving the: same for 


Y 

| 

| | 

| | 

| 

| 
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payment? [ am firmly convinced that the se- 
veral boards were unacquainted with that 
transaction ; and I believe it frequently hap- 


_ pens that many bills, assigned for payment, 


are in the hands of ‘individuals who did not 
present them for payment many days after the 
date of assignment of such bills-—Is there 
not a floating balance of this nature at all 
times at the bank, to the credit of the trea- 
surer of the navy? There must necessarily be 
80.— What means had each board of judging 
of the balance in the treasurer’s hands at the 
bank, at their disposal at.any particular mo- 
ment? By the accounts rendered every fort- 
night, they are fully informed of the amount 
of the receipts and payments, from which 
they can judge of the balance in the trea- 
surer’s hands belonging to their department.— 
By whom is such fortnightly statement laid 


before them? The accounts are made out in 


the navy and victualling branches, and trans- 
mitted to the boards, with the signature of 
the paymaster.—Has the treasurer of the 
navy any controul in the making out of such 
account? None whatever.—Cannot the re- 
spective boards at once ascertain the precise 
balance subject to their further assignment, 
by comparing their own assignments already 
made with the issues notified to have been 
made by the exchequer for the service of their 
particular department, a ccpy of which noti- 
fication’ you stated to be regularly transmit- 
ted to them at the time of such issue? I un- 
questionably believe they can.—May not vic- 
tualling bills, accepted by agents of the vic- 
tualling office from abroad, be presented for 
payment when there are no effects in the 

ands of the tgearurer of the navy for payirg 
the same, in consequence of the victualling 
board not having egtimated the payment of 
the same in any previous memorial to the 
treasury, of such board not having had no- 
tice that such sills were likely to be present- 
ed? It is not likely that any victualling bill 
could be presented to the treasurer of the 
navy for payment, unless duly agsigned for 
that purpose by the board.—Might it not 
have been presented to the board, and their 
assignment refused, until a credit ypon their 
meinorial to the treasury was established at 
the bank for paying the same? I certainly be- 
lieve that sych circumstances may have oc- 
carted in the victualling-otfice.—Do you re- 
collect any instance of payment delayed, or 
refused, upon any yictualling bill actually 
assigned by the commissioners ? J do not re- 
collect of such a circumstance ever having 
happened.—Can you take upon yon to say 
that no delay or embarrassment, or incon- 
venience of any kind, did arise ip any 
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department of the navy pay office in con. | 
sequence of the irregular advance of 40,0001, 
in the year 1796? I do not recollect thag 
any complaint or inconvenience did arise in 
consequence thereof,—(Question repeated.) 
I certainly do not recollect of any inconvenie 
ence having arisen from it.—-(Question again 
repeated.) I really believe no inconvenience. 
could arise from it.— You have stated a va. 
riety of regulations for the conduct of the 
navy pay. office, and the boards connected 
therewith, and a strict compliance with all 
those regulations during the last treasureship 
of lord Melville; but did it not in point of 
fact happen, during that treasureship, that 
large sums were drawn from the bank in de. 
fiance of all or some of those regulations, 
and lodged in the hands of a private banker, 
previous to their application to the services 
for which they had been issued ? I am aware 
that Mr. Trotter did act in defiance of the 
act of parliament, in placing public monies 
in the hands of his private banker; bur {do 
not see that the stated balances could be 
affected, whether the whole of the money 
remained in the bank, or the strong chest of 
the office, or elsewhere.—{Question repeat, 
ed.) The conduct of the treasurer ts 
gard to the making up of his accounts, agree- 
able to the forms of the different boards, 
were strictly complied with, and it was this 
that I apprehended to be the meaning of the 
question, —Did it not in point of tact happen, 
that money having been issued upon memo, 
rials sent by the then treasurer of the navy 
to the exchequer, under the directions of the 
different boards connected with the navy pay 
office, for the issue of money for the services 
described, and money having been so issued 
for such services, and certificate haying beea 
sent by the treasurer to the boards, in order 
for them to make assignments for such sums 
so issued, that before the bills mentioned in ' 
such assignments were presented for payment, 
the paymaster of the navy did draw such 
monies, or parts of them, from the bank, 
and place them in the hands of his poe 
banker, or elsewhere? I certainly believe 
he did.—However irregular and illegal such 
transfer of naval monies from the bank to 
his private bankers might be, did it in point 
of fact ever delay the issue of such money 
to the public service, or affect the state of the 
balances, as between the respective boai 
and the treasurer of the navy? I believe it 
never did.—When you state that no incon. 
venience could arise to the navy from the 
advance of 40,0001. to Mr. Bord, do you 
mean to say, that none was likely to arise 


— to the usual course of busincss, of 
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that none could possibly arise, if all the out. 
standing assignments from the respective 
boards had been at ance presented for pay- 
ment, however improbable this case may be ? 
I helieve that no inconvenience would have 
‘arisen, supposing this improbable case to 
have happened.—What is your season for 
this belief? I understood that the question 
applied only to the assignments already made 
having been brought in to their full extent ; 
but if the different boards had assigned to 
the full extent of their respective balances, 
the 40,0901. would in that case have ap- 
red as a deficiency,—Has such case ever 
ety Never, in my recollection.— 
You have stated, that you believe no incon- 
yenience happened to the public service in 
any department, from the irregular advance 
of 40,0001, da you believe that an irregular 
advance of a much larger amount: might 
likewise have been made, without producin 
any inconvenience to the public seinios 
A larger advance, irregularly made, might 
have had the effect of producing an incon- 
venience if the board’s assignments had 
amounted to a great extent, and thereby the 
account of the treasurer might have been 
overdrawn.—Did the floating balance in the 
hands of the treasurer usually exceed 40,0001. ? 
It certainly must have usually exceeded it, 
for on that account I stated, that no incon. 
venience had arisen, to my recollection, in 
consequence of that advance,—At the time 
when there was a question of making this 
advance of 40,0001. did the treasurer of the 
navy converse with you upon the most prac- 
ticable mode of his furnishing that sum of 
money from the pay office? Not to the best 
of my recollection.-Do you know any thing 
of that transaction, further than receiving 
his orders to furnish him that sum by a draft 
upon the bank? 1 do not, nor did I ever 
know the application of it, until the tenth 
Teport of the commissioners of naval e¢n- 
airy. 
be further examination of Thomas Wilson, 
esq. taken the 20th of May 1805, 

(Mr. Wilson wishes to amend his evidence 
en the 11th May—after ‘* no power to do,” 
to insert ** I certainly now conceive, that if 
such improbable circumstance should have 
taken place, as the whole of the assignments 
being presented on one day, that the defici- 
ency of the 40,0001. would then have appear- 
ed, and consequently that: billg must have 


been refused payment. } 
The further examination yf Thomas Wilton, 
esq. taken 23d of May 1805. 


Do you remember, with precision, out of 
what branch of service the issue of 40,0001. 


took place? As far as my recollection goes, | 
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I still think it the pay branch, but I cannot 

state it with precision. 

The further examinatian of Thomas Wilson, 
039. taken 24th of May 1805. 

Do you recollect any instance to have oo- 
curred in the office of the treasurer of the 
navy, of a transfer made from one branch of 
service to another branch under different 
commissioners, except the instance on the 
4th of March 1797, in which a transfer of 
8,995]. 13s. 6d. appears to have been made 
from the victualling to the navy branch? 
It is the only instance which has ever come 
to my knowledge.—Would the office have 
felt itself authorized to make such transfer, 
without the specific directions to that effect, 
either of the board of treasury or the vic- 
tualling board? Most certainly not. 

The examination of the right bon, CHARLES 
Lone, taken the 6th of May 1805. 

State to the committee in what instances 
you have any knowledge of monies issued for 
navy services having been applied to purposes 
not naval. I know only of one instance ; it 
is that which is referred to in the tenth re- 
port, where Mr. Trotter says, he had received 
ceived from me a sum of money which he 
had before placed in the hands of lord Mel- 
ville. If the committee will give me leave, 
I will state to them all the circumstances of 
the transaction to which this refers, as far 
as they are within my recollection at this 
distance of time, In the autumn 1796, I 
received a note from lord Melville, request- 
ing I would call upon him early the next 
morning at his office in Parliament. street ; in 
a conversation I there held with bim, he no- 
ticed the great difficulty jn which all com- 
mercial men found themselves at that partie 
cular period, the alarm and distrust wh*_2 
prevailed, and the difficulty which they 
found of raising money upon the best secu- 
rities; he said that this embarrassment was 

articularly felt by the house of Messrs. 

yd and co, who were contractors for. 
the loan; that the bank had refused to 
make their payments on the loan, as 
usual, or to discount their bills; and thar, 
with ample securities in their hands, they 
were not enabled to saise money to pay the 
next instalment, which was then just be- 
coming due; that under these circumstances 
he thought it a public object to support the 
house; that if the house failed, it would in- 
volve many others in its ruin, and give a 
great blow to commercial credit, already 
very much shaken. He’ said they required 
the sum of 40,0001. to enable them to make 
ood their engagement to government ; that 

e had found the means of advancing that 
sum, and which he could do without incon. 


| 
| 
| 
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- 40,0001. in my hands, desiring I would de- 


~ the nature of the security given by Mr. 


 =—Were the repayments of this money made, - 


chands? The latter payments were made 
Andia company, amounting to this sim, de- 


40,0001. to Mr. Boyd; this I did, as the 


-bills on the East-India company drawn? I 
. have no recollection.—Can you say whether 
. they were drawn by Mr. Boyd himself, or of 
_any of the firm of that house? ‘They were 
_gextainly not drawn by any of the firm of 
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venience, provided undoubted security was / 
given for the repayment of that sum within 
# very short period ; that with this view of 
the subject he would place the sum of 
liver it to Mr. Boyd, upon his giving such 
security as he had described, and that Mr. 
Boyd would call upon me at the treasury the 
same day with such security. Ido not affect 
to state this conversation with precise accu- 
racy at this period, but, as well as I recollect, 
the above is the substance of it.’ Upon'go- 
ing to the treasury I found Mr, Boyd there, 
and delivered to him the sum of 40,000l. 
and received the security, amounting to 
something more than 40,000!, I put these 
securities into a paper, which I sealed up, 
and transmitted them immediately to lord 
Melville. —Did you know from what source 
lord Melville supplied the money? I cer- 
tainly did not at the time; but I have not 
the least doubt that if [ had known the 
source from whence it came, my conduct 
would have been precisely the same; I 
should have given credit to lord Melville, 
that he would not have diverted the public 
money for the shortest period from the ser- 
vice to which it was appropriated, to any 
other service, unless he could do so without 
‘Inconvenience to that service, without risk, 
and under an extreme public exigency ; and 
under that persuasion, have no doubtI should 
have acted precisely as I did, had I known 
the source from whence it Game.—Whar was 


Boyd? I: consis:ed chiefly, if not entirely, 
of bills drawn upon and accepted by the 
East-India. company ; the greatest part cer- 
tainly of this kind ; if there was any other, 
it was government security.—Do you recol- 
Ject to about what amount the securities 
were? As far asI recollect, to near 41,0001, 


or any part of them made, through your 


through my hands, amounting to above 
11,000]. Lord Melville, I think, in the 
spring in 1797, transmitted to me two of the 
bills drawn upon and accepted by the East- 


siring that I would pay the sum of 11,000]. 
to Mr. Wilson, which was all that remained 
due of the 40,0001. and that I would pay the 
balance by which the security exceeded 


securities were paid.—By whom were the 


that house,—Were they of the nature of suc 

securities belonging to the East-India com. 
pany, a3 are commonly in the market? [ 
really do not know the nature of the secu. 
rities’ of the East-India company that are 
usually in the market——-Do you know 
who were the acceptors? No, I do not.— 
Can you state the precise date of the repay- 
ment of the balance of 11,000l.? 4,c00l, 
in August 17973, 1,000]. I think, in Octo. 
ber 1797; and 6,oool. early in January 
1798.——Into whose hands ‘were these sums 
paid? ‘The first and second into the hands 
of Mr, Wilson, and the third into the hands 
of Mr. Trotter: as these sums were paid, 
lord Melville was made acquainted with it, 
and I think.the receipts of the parties were 
transinitted to him.—From whom did you 
receive the money upon the securities as 
they became due? They were paid into 
Messrs. Drummonds, who are my bankers, 
and were received by them in the ordinary 
course of business; these were, of course, 
paid by the East-India company, upon whom 
they were drawn,.—Do you know any thing 
of the repayment of that part of the sum of 
40,000]. which ‘was not repaid by you? I 
do not ; I understood that it had been repaid 
a considerable time before the sum that passed 
through my hands, and I have a general re- 
collection that most of the securities had but 
a very short time to run,—Do you know of 
any other transaction of the same description, 
or of any description, in which money 
issued for naval services may have been ap- 
plied: for purposes not naval? I certainly 
do not.—Do you recollect, in point of fact, 
what was the amount of loans raised for the 
year 1796? There was a loan made in No- 
vember or December 1795, amounting to 
48,000,000]. and there was another loan in 
the. course of the year 1796, to the amount of 
7,500,000. Mr. Boyd was the contractor 
for both these loans.—From the then state of 
the market, in case Mr. Boyd had been pre- 
vented from fulfilling his contract, do you 
conceive the public wowld have had the 
means of obtaining a new loan upon terms 
equally advantageous? I should think cer- 
tainly not; it was a period of very great and 
peculiar embarrassment ; it will be recollected 
that there was a very general run upon com- 
mercial houses, which was followed by a 
great pressure on the bank, and which led, 
early in the succeeding year, to the restric- 
tion of cash payments at the bank.—Had 
the bank felt itself under the necessity, at 
that period, of narrowing materially its ac- 
commodation to government and to the 
public? To the best of my recollection it 


had ;, but that may be ascertained with much 


‘ 
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more precision than I can state it.—Do you 
recollect what our relations’ with the conti- 
nent were at that moment, with respect to 
subsidies? I believe subsidies were in the 
course of remittance, but I cannot state pre- 
cisely to what amount.—When was the first 
loan raised for the service of the emperor of 
Germany? I rather think in 1795.—Sup- 
sosing the contracts for the loans at the 

ouse of Messrs. Boyd had been dissolved 
by their failure of making instalments in the 
then state of the market, would it have been 
easy to make another loan in lieu thereof? I 
should think it would have been extremely 
dificult; but I suppose it might have been 
done, though upon terms certainly very dis- 
advantageous to the public.—Whether you 
explained to Mr. Boyd how the money was 
furnished which was transmitted to him by 
you? ‘There was no necessity for any such 
explanation, as Mr. Boyd knew perfectly 
well that I had received it from lord Mel- 
ville, and was sent by Jord Melville to the 


treasury to receive it from me.—Did lord 


Melville explain to you why he wished to 
furnish this accommodation to Mr. Boyd 
through you, rather than directly from him- 
self? He did not; but I conceive it was 
furnished through me, because he. supposed 
that he was giving assistance to the public 
in a manner in which he thought the trea- 
sury particularly interested, and he explained 
to me, that he wished the transaction to be 
secret, as otherwise it might tend to injure 
the house of Messrs. Boyd.—Did you make 
any immediate communication to the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer? I certainly did 
not; I acted under the impression that the 
chancellor of the exchequer was acquainted 
with the transaction; it is probable I may 
shave conversed with him upon it, but I have 
no distinct recollection of any such conversa- 
tion, except long subsequent to the transac- 
‘tion. I recollect his remarking upon it, that 
he thought a great irregularity had . been 
committed, but that he thought a great public 
mischief had been prevented by it.—Did you 
communicate with any other of the public 
servants on the subject? Certainly not.— 
Did you commit to writing the whole or any 
part of the transaction? I did not.—Was 
there any document, to your knowledge, in 
‘existence, by which the public could have 
_been made acquainted with this transaction ? 
When I transmitted this security to lord 
Melville, I wrote upon one of the covers’ in 
which the securities were inclosed, the pur- 
poses for which they had been deposited ; 
namely, that they had been deposited for the 
‘purpose of the repayment of the sum of 
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40,000]. which had been advanced by. lord 
Melville to the house of Messrs. Boyd.— 
Did that paper ever come again. inio your 
possession? No, never—Do you know 
whether. it is in existence; I do not; I 
wrote-a similar memorandum respecting 
those securities, which were afterwards re- 
turned to me.—Is the memorandum last ree 
ferred to in existence? I do not think it is, 
—Was any interest paid by Messrs. Boyd for 
the loan of this money during the time they 
held it? Not to my knowledge.—Whether 
in all other instances, where government have - 
advanced to merchants temporary loansof mo- 
ney or exchequer bills, interest has not always- 
been paid for such loans? I know of no in- 
stance at all similar to this; but in all public | 
loans to merchants, interest, I believe, has al- _ 
ways been paid.—-Whether Mr. Boyd had 
ever made any snplieesion to the treasury for 
assistance, to. enable him to make good his 
payments on the loan, prior to the time when 
you conversed with lord Melville on the sub- 
ject? To the best of my recollection he.ne- 
ver had, —Did he ever make any subsequent 
application? I believe net; I have no 
knowledge of any such application —Was 
the second loan for the service of the year 
1796 a public loan; or was it given to 
Messrs, Boyd without any bidding, in conse- 
pene of his having contracted for the 
ormer loan? I rather think it was a public 
loan by bidding.—Do you recollect the date 
of the contract for the second loan for 1796? 
I think it was in April 1796.—Were both 
loans made before this transaction? They 
certainly were.—Were the instalments of 
both loans in a course of payment at the time 
that this transaction took place? ‘They were. 
The further examination of the right hor. Charies 
Long, taken the 7th May 1805. .. 
When did you become acquainted with 
the source from which lord Melville took the 
money advanced to Messrs, Boyd? I cer- 
tainly at first thought that lord Melville had 
obtained this accommodation for Mr. Boyd 
either from Messrs. Drummonds, or from 
some of his private connections, Mr. Boyd 
not having been able, from the extraordinary 
circumstances of the time to which I have 
before referréd, to raise upon discount the 
whole sum which was necessary ; but in the 
course of the transaction I certainly did be- 
lieve that the money had been adyanced from 
the balance in the hands of the treasurer of 
the navy ; at what period this idea came into 
my mind I cannot.at present state.—Were 
you aware that. in making such advance, the 
treasurer of the navy was acting illegally as 
well as irregularly? I probably had not the 
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act of parliament vefy precisely in my tecol- 


lection ; and it does not occut to me now, 
that at the time I was satisfied he had acted 


illegally.—Did lord Melville tell you he had 


communicated with Mr, Pitt, and had his 
concurrence in the transaction? If I had 
recollected that he had made any sich com- 
munication to me, the communication would 
probably have been made in the conversation 


‘which I have before described, and I should 


have mentioned it as part of that conversa- 
tion; I have no recollection’ that he did 


‘make such a communication, but I think it 


ible that he may have made it, and 


I certainly acted under the idea that the 


transaction was known to Jord Melville and 


‘Mr. Pitt, and to no other person.—-Was it 
‘sual with you to transact any business of 


great importance, or of an extraordina 


‘nature, without direct communication wit 


the first lord of the treasury, and taking his 
instructions personally or by letter? Cer. 
tainly not.—-How caine you then to omit the 

ution in this instance? I have not said 
that I omitted the precaution in this instance, 


‘but I certainly have no accurate recollection 


of taking his instructions upon this subject ; 


but I have before observed, that I acted under 


the impression of his knowledge of the trans- 
action. I wish to add here, that the receipt 
of the money from lord Melville, the pay- 
ment of it to Mr. Boyd, and the transmission 
of the securities, took place within so short 
a space of time, that it is very probable I 
had no opportunity of receiving particular 
instructions within that period from Mr. Pitt ; 
the whole business 1 understood to be of 
great urgency, and that it was necessary the 


assistance should be afforded to Mr. Boyd 
without any delay.—Do you recollect whe- 
ther Mr. Pitt first mentioned the subject to 
you, or youto him? Ido not.—Had you at 


any time previous to the late enquiry before 
the naval commissioners, any reason to sup- 
pose or believe that any other transaction of 
an isregular nature, other than the advance 
to Messrs. Boyd, had taken place in the con. 
duct of the pay office of the navy? I cer- 
tainly had not.—Had you at any time pre- 
vious to the said period any knowledge of, 
or reason to suppose that profits had been 
made by any individual connected with that 
department, of the public money issued for 
the service of the navy? I had not.—Did 
the payment of that 40,0001. to Mr, Boyd 
answer the intended purpose of saving the 
house from failure, and enable them to pay 
the subsequent instalments? ‘The subsequent 
instalments upon both the loans of Mr. Boyd 


were paid, and the house did spetipoins 


far the 40,0001. contributed to the support 
of the house, it is impossible for me to state, 
Do you know whether Mr. Boyd is alive, 
and within the realm? I do not know ; I heard 
of his being at Paris some time ago.—How 
long since did you hear he was at Paris? J 
cannot answet that question with any sort of 
what period of time was it 
rom the advances that were made to Messrs, 
Boyd and Benfield, that the transaction took 
place in which an extent was issued against 
their property on behalf of the crown? | 
believe between two and thtee years; the 
extent, I believe, issued in the course of the 
year 1799. 
The examination of the right bon, Wittiam 
Pit, taken the 6th of May 1805. 

Do you know of any instance of money, 
issued for naval services, applied to purposes 
not naval? 1 know of one such instance. 
Have the goodness to state it? It was an 
advance made from naval money, in the 
course of the year 1796; I think late in the 
summer of in the autumn of 1796; I amnot 
able to ascertain the precise time; it was 
made to the house of Messrs. Boyd and Bea 
field, who were then contractors for two 
loans for government; the advance was the 
sum of 40,000]. It was made in consequence 
of a representation, that, from the dificulty 
which existed at that time in obtaining ad- 
vances, even on good security, they were 
under such pecuniary embarrassments, as 
would prevent their making good an instal- 
ment due to government. Unquestionable 
securities were given for the repayment of the 
advance; and, under these circumstances, 
knowing no other way at the time by which 
serious mischief to the public service could 
be prevented ; and acer, that the 
naval service was not likely to suffer any in- 
convenience from this advance, I concurred 
in opinion with the treasurer of the navy, 
that it was advisable to makeit. 1 must beg 
the committee to understand, that I can only 
state the general substance of the transaction 
to the best of my recollection, not being able 
precisely to recall all the particulars at this die- 
tance of time.—To whom was the pecuniary 
embarrassments of the house of Boyd and 
Benfield made known? To myself and lord 
Melville.—At the same time? ether sepa- 
rately or jointly 1 cannot undertake to say, 
but I rather believe both ways. —With whom 
did the proposition for the relief of the house 
of Boyd and Benfield, by the means which 
were afterwards resorted to, originate? I 
am confident the suggestion of the means 
must have originated with the treasurer of 


the navy.—-Did the treasurer of the navy 
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state in what manner he meant to obtain the 
money? I do not recollect that he did; but 
I understood generally, that it was money 
‘which could, in his opinion, be spared for a 
time without inconvenience, provided there 
‘was sufficient security for its repayment.— 
Do you know in point of fact how it was 
obtained? I do not from my own know- 
‘Iedge.—Did you enquire into the nature of 
the securities that were taken, or their 
amount? I was satisfied at the time that the 
‘securities offered were such as might be de- 
pended upon, and [ think I understood them 
sto consist either of navy bills, or of bills 
which had been accepted by the East India 
~company, which were to fall due at successive 
periods; but I do not recollect having myself 
seén the securities.x—Did you conceive the 
transaction to be irregular and illegal? I 
certainly considered it as irregular; I do not 
‘know it occurred to me at the time that it was 
positively illegal ; but I have no difficulty in 
saying, that I was so strongly impressed with 
the belief of its importance and urgent ne- 
cessity, with a view to essential public in- 
terests, that I should have thought it my duty 
to incur the risk of committing an irregular 
and illegal act, rather than expose the public 
to the mischief which I thought would other- 
wise infallibly have arisen.—Did you make 
‘any memorandum in writing of the transac. 
tion, or any part of it? No, I did not.— 
Did you take any steps towards obtaining an 
indemnity of such an irregularity, com- 
mitted with your knowledge and concur- 
rence? No, I did not; and I conceive that 
it was impossible for me to have done so, 
without disclosing circumstances which must 
have been highly injurious to the mercantile 
house it concerned, and might have in a great 
measure tended to counteract the objects of 
the public service which I had in view.— 
‘When such delicacy as to the disclosure of 
the transaction had ceased, did you take any 
such steps? I have never hitherto taken any 
such steps ; the delicacy attending euch cis- 
closure could never, I conceive, be considered 
as having ceased, till after the house in ques- 
tion became bankrupt.—When did that hap. 
pen? I really do not recollect; but it was a 
considerable time; I believe three or four 
years after the transaction; and I confess, 
the necessity of applying for indemnity did 
not then present isself to my mind.—Were 
any of the other public servants acquainted 
with the transaction? I believe no others, 
with the exception of Mr, Long, then one of 
the secretaries of the treasury, through whom 
the money was so advanced.—Do you know 
“an the repayment of the money, 
OL, Appendix, 


or the periods at which it was repaid? I 
only know it as I learned it from Mr. Long, 
and I cannot state precisely particular periods ; 
but I understood generally a large proportion 
of it to be within a short time.—Do you 
know if it has ali been repaid? | have no 
doubt but it has.—Do you know of the ex 
istence of any document any where, at the 
time or since, or now, by which the public 
could have come at the knowledge of this 
transaction? I do not know of any memo- 
randum or document made at the time, or 
since; but I conceive, that if the monies 
had not been punctually repaid, the securities 
deposited must have led to ascertain to whom 
the advances were made.—The money being 
paid, and the securities of course returned, ° 
was there, or is there, any other source of 
such information? None, that 1 know of, 
but thé evidence of the parties concerned. — 
Then, supposing the death of such parties, 
was there, or is there, any such evidence at 
all? None, that I know of, since the re- 
payment of the sums.—Do you know of any 
other advances of money issued for navy ser- 
vices to purposes not naval, at any time, or of 
any description? No, I do not know of any 
such advances. 
The further examination of the right hon. Wil- 
liam Pitt, taken the 7th of May 1805. 
Was any interest paid by Messrs. Boyd 
upon the loan of 40,0001? I do not 
know that there was.—Why was it not paid ? 
No demand was made.—Do you recollect 
any other instance of public money advanced 
to commercial persons in which interest was 
not demanded ? I do not recollect any similar 
instance of such an advance.——Do you recol- 
lect any other instance where interest has not 
been paid? No,—¥or what reason was the 
demand of interest omitted? 1 can assign no 
specific reason ; it did not occur to me to be 
necessary,—W hat was the amount of money 
borrowed in the year 1795? I cannot take 
upon myself to say at this moment.—Do you 
recollect how many loans were made in that 
year? I cannot now state it with zny accu- 
racy; but there was one made in December 
1795.—Was Mr. Boyd contractor for ail or 
any of the loans made in 1795? I am sute 
he was contractor for the loan made about 
December 1795; 1 do not recollect any pre- 
ceding loan.—Wasthe loan of December 1 795: 
a close loan, or a loan by public bidding ? 
There was one of the loans with Mr. Boyd 
a close loan, bat I cannot recollect which. 
—Do you recollect that Mr. Boyd laid claim 
to the loan in December 1795, in consequence 
of any previous transactions between you and 
him, or of any: understanding that had taken 
d 


] 
| 
| | 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


ij PARL. PAPERS, 1805.—Report from the Select Committee (ti 


place between you? I cannot take upon 
myself to state these circumstances now with 
accuracy; upon recollection: and I beg to 
refer to the examinations that were taken 
when the transaction was recent.—Was not a 
Jean of 7,500,000l. or thereabouts, contracted 
for in or about the month of April 1796? 
I believe there was,—\Was Mr. Boyd con- 
tractor for that loan? He was.—Was that 
a close or open loan? I do not now recol- 
Ject.—Do you recollect about what time the 
house of Boyd stated to you their difficulties 
for the first time? Ido not.—Can you re. 
collect whether it was previous to the loan of 
the spring 1796? I believe not.—Do you 
recollect a notice given by the bank in De- 
cember 1795, of their intention to narrow 
their discounts? I recollect such a notice 
being given, but I cannot now state at what 

recise period. —Was that notice acied upon? 
r understand it was.—Do you recollect a 
general complaint, that the acting upon that 
notice had tended to increase the embarrass- 
ment prevailing in the commercial world at 
that ume? I recollect much complaint of 
that nature.—Did Mr, Boyd make any par- 
ticular and specific complaint to you of his 
own embarrassments, in consequence of the 
conduct of the bank? I believe he com- 


plained of its effects—Had you any com. 


munication with the governor and company 
of the bank on this subject of their conduct ? 
Ithink I had conversation on thesubject of their 
conduct in narrowing their discountsatdifferent 
times.—Do you recollect the date of the first ? 
I do not.—Can you give the committee any 
information as to the probable date of such 
communications? I really cannot, as I do 
not at present recollect when the measure was 
adopted.—Can you recollect the reasons 
assigned by the governor and company of 
the Sak: of England for their conduct in so 
narrowing their discounts? As well as I re- 
collect, but I cannot at this distance of time 
speak with certainty, the reasons. assigned 
were the decrease of cash in their possession, 
and a desire te check speculation, to which 
they thought those discounts were applied.— 
Did any particular conversation take place on 
the subject of the house of Boyd and co. in 
your communications with the bank, or was 
that house mentioned in any conversations that 
at that period? Iratherthink, that house 

as been mentioned in some conversations, but 


_ I cannot now recollect with any precision.— 
. Do you recollect the drift of any such con- 
_ yersations relating to that house? No, I do 


not.——Did the house of Boyd complain, or 
ever state to you that the bank were not so 
liberal in their discounts to that house as 


to others? I think they did.—Did you en. 
quire into the reason cf the particular con. 
duct of the bank towards that house? ‘I do 
not recollect that I did.—Do you recollect 
any general information you may have te. 
ceived from any quarter of the reasons for 
that particular conduct? 1 do not.—When 
was you first informed of the danger in which 
that house found itself? I cannot say; in 
the course of the year 1796, I believe, 
Was that danger ascribed by them to the 
particular conduct of the bank towards them? 
To the best of my recollection it was.x—Do 
you believe the conduct of the bank towards 
them at that time to have been an exception 
to their then general conduct? I do not. 
kuow that it was, but I have not sufficient 
knowledge of the particulars to form a 
judgment on that subject.—Was it so stated 
to be by Boyd and co.? I rather think that 
they represented an opinion that the conduct 
of the bank was adopted with views unfa- 
vourable to them.—Have you any reason to 
believe such representations were well found. 
ed? I have had no means of forming a 
judgment upon that subject.—-Do you believe 
the bank to have beeu under difficulties about 
that period? I believe the difficulties of 
the bank, which led to the suspensions of 
their payments in cash in the February fol- 
lowing, were commencing in that year, or 
perhaps the preceding.—Have you any rea. 
son to believe those difficulties to have in. 
termitted, or have been suspended about the 
period of the advance to Messrs. Boyd of — 
40,000]. ? Ido not at present recollect any 
reason for such belief.—Did you know that 
the 40,000]. so advanced would be drawn 
from the bank? I had no knowledge of the 
particular mode by which that sum would be 
furnished.—Did you believe it would come 
out of the public money advanced for navy 
services? Idid.—Ought not such money, 
according to law, to remain in the bank till 
assigned to, or drawn for, particular navy 
services? Yes, I conceive so.—Were you at 
the time aware of such legal provisions? [ 
certainly must have known the existence of 
the act ; but its particular provision was not 
at that time under my contemplation. —Did 
the governor or deputy- governor of the bank 
of England, in the information which they 
gave to you of one of the reasons which ine 
duced them to narrow their discounts, 
namely, for the purpose of checking specula- 
tion, allude at all, or in any way to the house 
of Boyd? I cannot take upon myself to say 
either way.——Did the governor or deputy- 
governor of the bank of England, in the in- 
formation they gave you of the reasons for 
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their conduct in narrowing their dis- 
counts, state the necessity for their so 
doing, in consequecne of the large ad- 
vances under which they were to govern- 
ment, and which had not been replaced ac- 
cording to agreement? I think they made 
representations to that effect; but for the 
particulars I would beg again to refer to exa- 
minations which were taken before the com- 
mittee soon after that period.—Had you any 
money transactions on the part of the public 
with the house of Boyd, subsequent to the 
Joan of the spring 1796? I think there was 
an issue of money to them for public service, 
which appeared in the extraordinary of the 
army in 1797.—To what amount? It will 
appear by the extraordinaries ; I think about 
100,000l. and, as well as I recollect, it was 
for the remitance of silver from India to the 
Cape,—Did they apply to you, or were they 
competitors for any loan subsequent to the 
loan for the spring 1796? 1 do not recol- 
lect.—Was any information given to you, or 
had you any reason to believe the house of 
Boyd and co, were engaged in speculations 
to any amount besides their engagements for 
the loans negotiated with them? 1 under- 
stood them to be engaged in very extensive 

uniary or mercantile transactions as 
Pcaber® and remitters, but I had no know- 
ledge of the particulars.—Was any informa- 
tion given to you, or hint thrown out, of the 
probability of the event which actually took 


place, namely, the failure of the house of 


yd and co,? I heard surmises to that ef- 
fect, but I cannot say at what time.—Can 
you say that it was not at an earlier period 
than the one at which the 40,0001. was ad- 
vanced? Ido not think that it was.—Do 
you know any thing of the causes which led 
to that failure? Nothing precisely,—Have 
‘you heard what those causes were? I cannot 
pretend to recollect them now with precision ; 
the narrowing the discounts of the bank, and 
their refusal in 1796 to make the accustomed 
advances on the loan, were s’ated as circum- 
stances very prejudicial to them; but how 
far these were the causes of their ultimate 
failure, I cannot judge.—Did you ever hear 
there were large speculators in the public 
funds at the period of the negotiations at 
Lisle? I have heard such report, but know 
nothing of the subject.—What was the na- 
ture of the injury the public was likely to 
sustain from a full disclosure of all the cir- 
cumstances relating to the advance made to 
Messrs. Boyd and Benfield, as soon as they 
had made good all the instalments of the 
Joan? I meant in that part of my answer, to 
apply particularly to the period while the in- 
stalments of the loans were not made good ; 
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the injury afterwards to the public would 
have been that of the failure of any great 
mercantile house; but in that latter period, 
the principal reason I assigned for avoiding 
disclosure was, the injurious effect it would 
have upon the parties themselves.—Do you 
conceive the 40,0001. advanced to Mr. Boyd, 
if it had not been so advanced, would have 
been productive of any interest co the public? 
I conceive certainly not.—Will you state 
generally to the committee, what you recol- 
lect to have been the state of the money 
market in the course of the year 1796, and 
the beginning of the year 1797? I conceive 
it to have been a period of the greatest em- 
barrassment, both of public and private 
credit, and it led to the circumstance of the 
stoppage of the payment of cash by the bank 
in the spring of 1797.—From the then state 
of the money market, in case Mr, Boyd had 
failed in making good his payments, and the 
contracts for the two loans then in progress 
of payment had been dissolved, do you con- 
ceive a new could have been procured for the 
public on. terms equally advantageous? I 
am perfectly convinced that it would not; 
and that the embarrassment that it would 
have occasioned to the public service would 
have been of the most serious and alarming 
nature.—In the then state of the market, 
would it have been easy to have made a Joan 
in lieu thereof? No, it would have been 
extremely difficult, and, I believe, impossible, 
unless upon most unfavourable terms,—To 
what extent do you conceive the failure of 
Messrs. Boyd’s loan would have effected the 


general credit of the country? Toa very 


great and serious extent.—Would the effect 
have been such as to render the fuiilment of 
any future contract to be made with other 
parties, in a considerab'e degree, precarious 
and uncertain? ‘That is matter of opinion 
of which I cannot speak positively, but I 
think there would have been great danger of 
such an eff:ct.—Have you any knowledge of 
a certain sum of public money, amounting 
to 10,0001, being in the hands of lord Mel- 
ville in the beginning of the year 1786? No, 

I have not. 
The further examination of the right bon. Wil 

liam Pitt; taken the 81h of May 1*05. 

Were any representations at any time made 
to you by any body, of the circomstance of 
money issued to the bank for navy services, 
been drawn from thence, and lodged in the 
hands of a private banker or bankers? I have 
a — recollection, that Mr. Raikes, one 
of the bank directors, and I believe either 
governor or deputy governor at the time, 
took some occasion to mentien to me, that 
he believed sums were drawn from the bank. 
d2 
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to a larger amount than he supposed to be 


necessary, and carried to a private banker’s, 


but no memorandum or document of any sort 
was given to me; and at this distance of 
time, I can only state the substance of what 
passed very generally, and cannot undertake 
with any precision to recollect the particu- 


Jars.——Had you any communication with thé 


treasurer of the navy in consequence of what 
Mr. Raikes had told you? Yes, I had; I 
took an early opportunity of stating to him 
the opinion which Mr. Raikes had expressed 
to me.— What further passed on the subject ? 
I cannot state precisely the conversation that 
took place between us, but I was led to sup- 
pose, from what passed, that the treasurer of 
the navy did not beliove that aay larger sums 
were drawn from the bank than such as were 
necessary for carrying on the detail of the 
service in payments to individuals; but I 
beg to have it understood, that I cannot state 
with any precision the terms which were 
used, I only state the general impression left 
upon my mind.—Was that general impression 
such as to lead you to disbelieve the fact 
stated to you by Mr. Raikes, namely, that 
money was drawn from the bank under the 
authority of the treasurer of the navy, and 
lodged at a private banker’s? It did not lead 
me to disbelieve the fact, that money was 
drawn from the bank, and lodged at a pri- 
vate banker’s; but it led me to believe that 
no other sums were drawn but such as were 
- necessary for carrying on the details of the 
service.——Were you aware that such proceed- 
ing on the part of the treasurer of the navy 
was irregular? I was so far satisfied with the 
general statements so given me, that I made 
no further enquiry, and did not particularly 
advert to the provisions of the act of parlia- 
ment ; and it did not occur to my mind, that 
drawing such sums of money as were neces- 
sary for carrying on the details of the service 
was an illegal practice.—Did you take any 
steps to verify the statements made to you, 
by calling for an examination of any bvoks, 
accounts, or papers on the subject? No, I 
did not; I beg leave to observe, that I have 
already stated that I was so far satisfied with 
. the general statement which I received in 
conversation with the treasurer of the navy, 
that I made no further enquiry.——Did you 
inform Mr. Raikes of the satisfaction you 
had obtained from your conversation with 
the treasurer of the navy? I do not recollect 
having afterwards any conversation with Mr. 
Raikes on the subject.—Did you inform any 
other of the public servants, or any of the law 
officers of the crown, of the communication 


that had been made to you by Mr. Raikes? 
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‘No, I did not; no impression was left on, 
my mind, after the conversation with the 
treasurer of the navy, to make me feel it ne- 
cessary to take any steps on the subject.—, 
Although you did not know to what extent 
money was so drawn from the bank by the. 
treasurer of the navy, and lodged at a private, 
banker’s, did you know the practice was cone 
tinued ? I do not recollect knowing any thing 
afterwards on the subject; but I conceived, 
trom the treasnrer of the navy’s conversation, 
that the practice took place only as necessary 
for carrying on the services, as I have already 
explained.——Did you investigate such neces. 
sity? No, I did not; I relied on the opinion, , 
given me by the treasurer of theenavy with. 
out further examination.—Do you recollect 
how soon after the conversation with Mr, 
Raikes, your conversation with the treasurer 
of the navy took place? 1 do not recollect 
with any certainty; but I believe very soon 
after ; probably on the first occasion | had of 
conversing with him, when our attention wag 
not engaged by other pressing business. —Did 
he state to you any ground of the necessity he 
alledged for placing the money at a private 
banker’s? I have already said, that I cannot, 
at this distance of time, recollect the parti- 
culars of what passed; but I believe that he 
stated his opinion of the impossibility of care 
rying on various detailed payments in any 
other manner.—Do you recollect that the 
propriety of the revision of the existing laws 
on the subject formed any part of that con. 
versation? No, I am persuaded it did not; 
he did not appear to,me to have any impress 
sion on his mind that what was done was con- 
trary to law.—On what ground, as far as you 
can recollect, did Mr. Raikes make any com. 
munication to yon on the subject? I have al- 
ready stated, that my recollection does not 
enable me to refer to the particulars of the 
conversation, but I conceive bim to have 
stated, that he supposed money to be with- 
drawn to a greater amount than was necessary 
for the public service—Had you any infor- 
mation at any time from any person, in any 
manner, or irregularity in the management 
of the public money advanced for naval ser- 
vices besides the communication made by 
Mr. Raikes; or did you, in point of fact, 
know of any such irregularities in any: other 
manner? I had no such information besides 
that referzed to, nor did I know any thing 
further on the subjecc until at a period long 
subsequent, I learnt from lord Harrowby, 
then treasurer of the navy, that he thought 
the practice which had prevailed irregular, 
and was taking steps for altering it.—Had 
you any conversation or correspondence with 
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lord Melville in coarequence of such commu- 
nication from lord Harrowby? No, I had 


- not.—When this communication was made 


to you by Mr. Raikes, did he suggest to you 
any idea of any improper application or use 
of the money so ‘aken out of the bank? I 
have no recollection that he did.—Had you, 
previous to the late enquiry before the naval 
commissioners, any knowledge of, or reason 
to suspect that private profits had been made 
by Mr. Trotter, or any other person, of na- 
val monies, or that the business of the office 
was so conducted as to admit of private profit 
being made of such monies by any officer of 
that department? I had no knowledge at any 
time, previous to the enquiry before the na- 
val commissioners, of any such profits having 
been made by any person; nor had I any sus- 
picion of the business being so conducted as 
to admit of it till after the communication I 
have before adverted to with lord Harrowby, 
which conversation, to the best of my recol- 
lection, took place when I was out of office. 
—Had you, previous to the above enquiry, 
any knowledge of any ‘sum other than the 
40,000, stated to be advanced to Mr. Boyd, 
being at any time diverted from the service 
of the navy to purposes not naval? None 
whatever, —Did lord Harrowby tell you that 
he knew, or that he had reason to suppase, 
that profit had been made of public money 
issued for naval service? I do not think he 
told me that he knew that it had, but he ap- 
peared to suppose that it might have been.— 
ere any steps taken by you to ascertain the 
fact? No, there were not.—Had you known 
at the time that profits were derived from the 
ee money placed in the hands of private 
ankers, should you have deemed it irregu- 
Jar and illegal, and consequently a practice 
that ought immediately to have been stopped ? 
I should certainly have deemed it a practice 
that ooght immediately to have been stopped. 
—When Mr. Boyd informed you of the dan- 
get his house was in, and stated that danger 
to arise in part from the conduct of the bank, 
did you take any steps to enquire into the 
truth of such allegation? I do not recollect 
making any enquiry in consequence of Mr, 
Boyd’s representation.—When the statement 
of difficulties was made to you by the house 
of Boyd, did you take any steps to enquire, 
by yourself or others, into the real solidity of 
that house, before you consented to the ad- 
vance of 40,c00l.? I did not make any mi- 
nute enquiry; but I had a strong persuasion 
of the solidity of the house, and a belief that 
their difficulties were only occasioned by the 
temporary scarcity of money; and I did not 
esitate to make the advance, because I con- 
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ceived the security for its repayment to-be 
unquestionable. 
The further examination of the right hon. Wil- 
liam Pitt ; taken the oth of May, 1805. 
Do you recollect having been informed by 
Mr. Thornton, that he had reason to suppose. 
the house of Boyd and co, would ultimately 
prove insolvent, and that you, therefore, 
would not suffer a bidding to be made for a 
loan you were then negotiating subsequent to 
the loan of 7,500,0001. above alluded to, and 
for which the house of Boyd and co. in con. 
junction with others, wished to bid? I have 
no distinct recollection of that transaction ; 
but I think there was an occasion on which I 
declined receiving the proposal from some 
other bankers, who were supposed to be as- 
sociated with Mr. Boyd; as well as I recol- 
lect that must have been at a later period; 
the bankers were, as well as I recollect, 
Messrs. Strange and co.—Do you recollect 
those bankers to have produced or said they 
were in possession of written instructions 
from the house of Boyd to bid? I do not re- 
collect their producing any such instructions, 
but Iam pretty confident they stated them. 
selves as wishing to bid on Mr. Boyd’s be- 
half as well as their own.—Do you recollect 
the information given by Mr. Thornton? I 
do not particularly ; I imagine Mr. ‘Thorn- 
ton must have attended either as governor_or 
deputy-governor of the bank, thar having al- 
ways been the practice previous to a bidding, 
to refer to the governor and deputy- governor 
for information, if there was any doubt of 
the sufficiency of any of the parties that came 
to bid.—Did you then refer to the governor 
or deputy-governor as to the sufficiency of 
the house of Boyd? I cannot answer that 
from memory; but 1 have no doubt I refer- 
red to them on the sufficiency of the parties 
joined with Messrs. Strange.—Was the pub- 
lic money stated by you te have been entrust- 
ed to the house of Boyd for the purpose of its 
being remitted to the Cape of Good Hope, 
so entrusted to them subsequent to your re- 
fusal of the list of Messrs. Strange and co, as 
bidders for the loan? I believe not; but 1 
have already said I cannot sty with certainty 
wien that offer on the part of Messrs, Strange 
was made,—Was the money so entrusted to 
the house of Boyd punctually paid? No, it 
was not.—Has it all been paid? I believe it 
has not; an extent was issued, I believe, ia 
1799, in order to secure the recovery of what 
was due,—Can you state what was the a. 
mount due at the time of issuing the extent? 
No, 1 cannot.—Can you state what is now 
due? No, not with certaincy.—Did not the 


house of Strange, which offered to bid for 
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lect that I did;-I had no doubt of the truth 


cies, due to them by persons employed under 
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the Ioan in conjunction with Boyd, as was 
understood by you at the time, and whose 
offer was rejected by you, afterwards fail? 
Yes, it did. 
The further examination of the right hon. Wil. 
liam Pitt ; taken the 17th of May, 1805. 
Have you any reason to suppose that 
20,0001. of money issued for naval services, 
was applied to purposes not naval, during the 
last treasurership of lord Melville, besides 
the sum of 40,cool. stated to have been ad- 
vanced to the house of Boyd and Benfield, in 
the year 1796? I understood from conversa- 
tion with lord Melville, that, to the best of 
his recollection, that was nearly the amount; 
and on that ground I stated my belief to that 
effect in the house of commons.—Have you 
any information as to the purpose to which 
such money was applied? I have not.—Did 
you make any enquiry of lord Melville on 
the subject? 1 did not.—When did the con. 
versation take place? Some time after the 
tenth report was published.—Were you firse 
lord of the treasury in the month of May, 
1800? I was.—Do you recollect having been 
present at a board of treasury on the 2gth 
of that month, to which Vir. Rose submited 
a statement of a debt due to the treasurer of 
the navy from Mr. Adam Jellicoe? The pre- 
cise date I cannot ascertain from memory; I 
perfectly recollect the statement, and the me- 
morial of the treasurer of the navy, on which 
it was founded; both of which were under 
my consideration before the minute of trea- 
sury was framed. I believe I was aetually 
present at the board, but of that I cannot 
speak positively.—Had yon had any commu- 
Nication with the treasurer of the navy on the 
subject of his memorial, previous to its being 
Submitted to your consideration? J believe 
I had, and that his communication was to 
the same effect as what was contained in the 
memorial.—Did you take any steps yourself, 
or give directions for steps to be taken, in 
order to verify the statements and allegations 
contained in that memorial? I do not recol- 


of the facts represenred.— Are wri's of privy 
seal for acquitting public officers of deficien- 


them, usual? I do not apprehend the instan- 
ces are frequent; but I take it to be the regu- 
lar mode of giving a discharge where any 
circumstances appear to justify it,—Do you 
recollect any instance of a similar nature? 
JT do not at this moment, but I rather believe 
others have occurred while I have been at the 
peer ee you take the opinion of the 
aw officers of the crown on the propriety or 
legality of the writ in question? I did not; | 


I conceive the propriety of it to rest on 

grounds on which the treasury were.them. 

selves competent to decide; of its legality I 

have not the slightest doubt.—Do you know 

who drew the instrument? No, I do not; 3 

suppose the solicitor of the treasury.—Did 

you enquire what was the state of the pro. 

ceedings which had been instituted by direc. 

tion of the treasurer of the navy to recover 

the debt due from Mr. Jellicoe? I think it 

probable that I did, but I cannot take upon. 
myself to say; I do not recollect the particu. 

lars with sufficient precision.—Have you at 

any time since given any directions for pro- 

ceedings to be continued on the part of the 
public for the balance still due from the es- 

tate of Mr. Jellicoe ? I do noc recollect that 
I have; I conceived that the solicitor of the 
treasury had previously been directed to take 
all the steps in his power; I must also add, 
that it was not many months after shat period 
that I quitted office—Are you aware that 
the solicitor of the treasury has suspended all 
proceedings in that business since the year 
1792 of 1793? I am not aware of it, except 
as far as appears by his evidence before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry.—Since your 
return to office, and since that fact. was so 
brought to your observation, have you taken 
any steps to ascertain its truth, or given any 
direction towards obtaining the balance on 
the part of the public? I have not taken any 
s:ep on the subject since my return to office. 
—Have you had any conversation with lord 
Melville on the subject, at any time since 
the issue of the writ of privy seal? The sub- 
ject may have been mentioned, but I have no 
recollection of any particular conversation 
upon it.—Had you any reason at any time to 
doubt that the proceedings against the estate 
of Mr. Jellicoe were duly carried on, and the 
proceeds regularly accounted for in the dis- 
charge of his balance? I do not recollect any 
circumstance that gave me any reason to 
deubt it.—Did you consider any’ fresh in- 
structions on the part of the treasury as ne- 
ccssary to secure to the public the entire of 
such proceeds? It never occurred to me that 
thev were, nor do I now conceive that they 
were.—Had you any information given to 
you at the time, of the nature of the pro- 
ceedings instituted, of the situation in which 
they stood, and of the expectation that might 
be reasonably formed of further proceeds from 
theestate of Mr. Jellicoe ; and in whose hards 
was placed the conduct of the business? I 
have no doubt that I had, though I cannot 
now state, upon recollection, the particulars 
of such information. [A letter from the nas 
val commissioners read. } 
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The examination of THomas Raikes, 
taken the 7th of May, 1805. 

Were you deputy-governor of the bank in 
the year 1796? Yes.—Who was governor? 
Mr. Daniel Giles ; he is now dead.—Do you 
recollect a refusal, on the part of the bank, 
to make any payments upon a loan or loans 
contracted for by Boyd and co.? I do not 
exactly recollect that.—Do you recollect a 
notice given by the bank, of their intention 
to narrow their discounts about the end of the 

ear 1795, or beginning of 1796? I remem- 

r such acircumstance, but cannot exactly 
state when, it was.—Was such notice acted 
upon? Yes,—Was there any particular con- 
duct on the part of the bank, towards the 
house of Boyd and co, in refusing to dis- 
count the bills of that house in the same pro- 
portion as the bank discounted bills for other 
mercantile houses? No; the bank told Mr. 
Boyd that they would discount for his house 
the same as they did for any other house of 
the most respectable situation, but Mr. Boyd 
required an accommodation of six times the 
amount which was accorded to the most re- 

ctable houses.——Did the bank, in point of 
ray treat the house of Boyd as amg | as 
any other commercial house whatever? - 
lieve they did, until by their own misconduct 
_they lessened the opinion of their own credit. 
—About what time did the opinion of their 
credit begin to diminish, so as to induce the 
bank to alter their conduct towards them? 
It is impossible for me to determine that by 
memory, but I believe about thé year 1796. 
—Were any representations made, or com- 
munications held with the chancellor of the 
exchequer, on the subject of narrowing the 
bank discounts? J make no doubt it was 
mentioned in the frequent conferences the 
governor and [ had with the chancellor of 
the exchequer at that time.—Do you recol- 
lect any particular mention, in any of those 
conferences, of the house of Boyd and co. ? 
No, Ido not.—Do you recollect when the 
house of Boyd and co. failed? I do not re- 
collect,—Was this state of the money market 
in August 1796, such as to have made it dif- 
ficult or impossible to have discounted navy 
bills or bills accepted by the East India com- 
pany at short dates? It is impossible for me 
to recollect.—Were the difficulties of the 
bank considerable about the months of Au- 
gust, September, and October 1796? Yes, 
the pressure for discounts was very heavy. 
The further examination of Thomas Raikes, esq. 

taker: the 8th of May, 1805, 

It has been stated to the committee, that 
the narrowing of the bank discounts had for 
ne object the checking of speculations sup- 
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posed to be going on at that time ; was that 
the fact? I do not recollect any suck circnm- 
stance. —Was the general measure taken with 
a view to the house of Boyd in particular? I 
have been in the bank twenty-eight years, and 
I never knew it to act on such partial consi- 
deration.—Had you been aware that a cer- 
tain sum of public money, which by law 
ought to have remained in the bank, till the 
time at which it might be wanted to be ap- 
lied to the special service for which it had 
ea issued to the bank, would be withdrawn, 
for the purpose of supporting the house of 
Boyd, should you have thought it your duty, 
with a view to the interests of the corporation 
of which you then had, in conjunction with 
Mr. Giles, the principal management, under 
the difficulties of the bank at that particular 
period, to have remonstrated with the chan- 
cellor of the exchequer on such transaction, 
to have made any representations to him or 
others on the subject, or to have taken any 
steps to prevent it? I certainly knew nothing 
of any such circumstance; if I had kaown it, 
on any sure foundation, and that any respon- 
sibility thereby devolved on the bank, I cer- 
tainly should have thought it right to have 
expostulated with the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer upon it, —State why you would have 
expostulated with him? Because if I knew 
that monies, which were appropriated for the 
public service, were applied to the use of a 
private individual, I should have thought it 
requisite, if it came to me officially, to have 
mentioned it to the chancellor of the exche- 
quer.— Do you remember, in February 1796, 
any application being made to the bank di- 
rectors, to make the customary payments, On 
behalf of the contractors, for the loan taken 
in November 1795? I cannot recollect it now 
from memory.—Can you state, whether any 
application of a similar nature was made in 
May 1796, and refused by the directors ?—~ 
I cannot, from my memory, but 1 believe 
there was something of that kind happened 
about that time.—Can you recollect, whether 
an application was made to the bank in June. 
1796, to advance on the loan of 7,500,000l. 
taken the preceding April, on which the di- 
rectors consented to advance the 3d, 4th, and 
6th payments, but not the last, which was due 
the 26th of October ? My memcry is rot pre. 
pared to answer this question.—Can you re- 
collect whether the second loan was or was 
not, in October 1796, at a discount of from 
8 to g per cent. ?—I do not recollect it.—Is 
there any custom at the bank which prevents 
the discretion of the bank directors, as.to 
making advances upon loans, according to 
their opinion of the solvency of the persons 
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concerned in the contracts, or their judg- 
ment on other circumstances of the time ? 
No.—Has the usual custom of making ad- 
vances upon certain payments of loans, ever 
been departed from, except in the cases al- 
Tuded to? Yes, I remember several.—Enu- 
merate them? I cannot. 
The further examination of Thomas Raikes, 
esq. taken the 8th of May 1805. 
__ Are you aware of the provisions of the 
_aet of the 25th Geo, III. cap. 31, for regu- 
lating the oflice of treasurer of the navy, in 
‘so far as they relate to the issues of pubiic 
‘money to the bank for naval services? I ne- 
‘wer saw the act, or ever heard any particu- 
‘lars of it.—Do you know, in point of fact, 
_ that public money for naval services, is is- 
sued by the exchequer to the bank, to be 
drawn from thence by the treasurer of the 
‘navy or his agent, when applied to such. ser- 
vices? Yes, I know that it is the custom of 
the business, and that it came to the cashier's 
‘office in the Bank. —How is it drawn from 
‘thence? I cannot speak from my ownknow- 
ledge, the cashier manages all that business. 
_—Do you know if any sums of money, paid 
. from the exchequer into the bank, for naval 
“services, have been drawn from the bank, and 
"placed in the hands of private bankers ? From 
my own knowledge, Icaunot say I do know. 
—Has such information been given to you 
at any time? Yes, I believe in the year 1797. 
“—By whom? Mr, Giles, the then late go- 
vernor of the bank, told me, that Mr. Dun- 
“das, thea treasurer of the navy, kept his 
‘cash, which by act of parliament he was di- 
“rected to keep at the bank, at the private 
banking-house of Messrs. Coutts snd co. .I 
was going that day to the chancellor of the 
exchequer on business from the bank, and I 
thought it of sufficient consequence to men- 
tion the matter to him, but I called in Mr. 
“Newland, the cashier, and asked him as to 
" the circumstance, which he confirmed ; and 
added, that navy bills were now paid by 
drafts upon Messrs. Coutis and co. instead of 
upon the bank, as they had formerly been. 
When T pest upto Mr. Pitt, after the imme- 
. diate object of my business from the bank 
was over, I did in conversation mention the 
“ circumstance to him.—Did any thing further 
pass? Nothing particular; I think Mr. Pite 
thanked me for my information, and made 
no further cbservation.—Did Mr. Giles tell 
you any thing of the extent of these trans- 
“actions, or when they commenced? Not 
that I recollect.—Had you any other con- 
" yersation with the chancellor of the exche- 
_guer than the one you have now stated? 
pit that I ‘recollect—Upon a -point of 
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this nature, affecting the interest of the-bank, 
as well as those of the public, did it not oc. 
cur to you to enquire whether any, or what 
steps had been taken, in consequence of your 
former suggestion? I looked upon it, that 
having made the matter known to thie chan. 
cellor of the exchequer, it was in the hands 
of the person most competent to set any thin 

right that might be wrong in the business ; 

do not recollect I heard any thing more upon 
the subject in the course of my office.—Did 
you, on your return to the bank, make any 
minute of the substance of what had passed 
with the chancellor of the exchequer on this 
subject ? I mentioned the matter to the com. 
mittee of treasury and several of the direc. 
tors, but I made no particular minute of it; 


Thad always made minutes when I was in 


the situation of deputy governor, but another 


‘gentleman was now in that situation, and the 


practice was then discontinued, only a clerk 
was appointed to take minutes of any actual 
business that passed between the governors 
and the chancellor of the exchequer; but 
matters of conversation were not included.— 
Is it not usual to cause a minute to be taken 
of any representation made by the governor 
or deputy governor of the bank, which they 
consider as official? This communication 
was not considered as official —Of whom did 
the committee of treasury consist at that 
time? Mr. Thomas Raikes, governor, Mr, 
Samuel Thornton, Sir Richard Neaves, Mr. 
Darell, Mr. Bosanquet, Mr. Giles, and Mr. 
Mathew.—Doyou recollect the terms in which 
you made this communication to Mr. Pitt? 
Only as I before stated. —What was the date 
of the communication you made to Mr. Pit? 
I do not know, but it was sometime after the 
sth of April 1797.—Was any information 
officially given to the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer, on the part of the bank, after your 
communications made to the committee of 
treasury ?—I do not recolJect that any were. 
Did you consider the information ‘given to 
the committee of treasury, as a matter of 
business brought before them on which it 
became then to act, or only as a report of a 
conversation that had taken place? Merely 
in the later light; I did not conceive the’ 
bank had any right to apply further on the 
subject to the chancellor of the exchequer.— 
Can you mention in what terms you made 
the communication to Mr. Pitt? I told him 


'that I had heard at the bank that morning, 
‘that the treasurer of the navy now kept his 


cash at*Messrs. Coutts and co’s instead of the ” 
bank, where I undefstocd it should be lodged 
by act of parliament; and that I had also 
heard that navy bills were now paid by drafts 
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upon Messts Coutts and co, instead of drafts 
upon the bank.—Are you certain that those 


are the terms in which you made the commv- |. 


nication ?—I am not sure of the terms, it 
was eight years’ ago; but I am sure of the 

rport.—Had you any authority from the 
to mention the conversation alluded to, 
to the chancellor of the exchequer ?—None, 


‘I did it with a view to the public good.— 


You mentioned it as an individual only? I 
cannot say quite as an individual; I was go- 
vernor of the bank at the time; I learned it at 
the bank, and mentioned it to Mr. Pitt, be- 
ing governor of the bank; I should not 
have known it had I not been in that situa- 
tion, nor had any opportunity of making the 
communication.—Did you mention the cir- 
cumstance to Mr. Pitt, as governor of the 
bank? I had no commission from the bank 
to mention it to Mr. Pitt, but 1 did in con- 
versation after the busines was over.—By the 
word ‘* business,’ do you mean such com- 
munication to the chancellor of the exche- 
quer upon the business of the bank, which, 
as governor of the bank, you was authorized 
to make to him? I do.—All the business 
which you were to communicate to the Chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, as governor of the 
bank, was coiciaded previous to any such 
communication as that to which you have 
alluded? It was.—Might not the circum- 
stance you mentioned to Mr. Pitt, have come 
equally to the knowledge of any holder of a 
navy bill, or to any person whom Mr, Giles 
informed as he did you ?—Any holder of a 
navy bill, who received for payment a draft 
upon Coutts, must certainly know who paid 
them; but perhaps he might be ignorant from 
whence the funds came: but any person to 
whom Mr, Giles communicated the inform- 
ation he did to.me, was equally master of it 
as I was.— When you made this communica- 
tion to Mr. . ‘tt, did you not conceive you 
was discharging your duty as governor of the 
bank, although not acting officially ?—I had 
no commission from the bank, but I thought 
it a duty to the public Mr. Pitt should know 
it-—Was the deputy governor of the bank 
Present at this conversation with Mr. Pirt, 
or any other person? I make no doubt the 
deputy governor was, though I do not abso- 
Jately recollect the circumstance, for I al- 
ways avoided going alone to the chancellor 
of the exchequer when 1 was governor of the 
bank, lest by failure of memory I might ever 
omit any part of the basiness I had zo do.— 
Who was deputy governor at that time ? Mr. 
Samuel Thornton, 
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The further examination of Thomas Raikes, esq. 
taken the 8th of May 1805. 

‘When Mr. Giles informed you of the cir- 
cumstance of the treasurer of the navy keep- 
ing his cash at a private banker’s, did he 
throw ott any hint that such money was ap- 

lied for the profit of any person? No.— 

id any such idea suggest itself to you, or 
did you at the time ever hear it, or know any 
thing of the matter? I cannot say but I had 
some suspicion of it, but nobody ever told me, 
nor did any thing of the kind ever come to 
my knowledge. Do you recollect stating any 
suspicion of that sort to Mr. Pitt, or throw. - 
ing out any hint tending that way? AsI 
knew nothing of that kind, I had no right 
to throw out suspicions.—When did you first 
entertain such suspicions? When Mr, Giles 
first mentioned it to me. 

The examination of SAMUEL THORNTON, 
esq. (a member of the committee,) taken the 
8th of May 1805. 

Do you recollect applications made to the 
bank by the house of Boyd, to make certain 
advances upon a loan or loans, contracted for 
by that house in the years 1795 and 1746? I 
would premise that the loan taken in.No- 
vember 1795, was taken by Messts. Boyd 
and co. and conjointly with Messrs. Robarts 
and Curtis, Goldsmid and others, From - 
whom there was a joint application made to 
the bank, for advances on the said loan, in 
February 1796, but owing to the then state 
of public credit, and the situation of the 
bank with resp: ct to its specie, thé directors 
thought it prudent to restrain their engage- 
ments as much as possible; and as a princi+ 
pal means of so doing, and from that cause 
only, as far as my recollection serves, they 
declined advancing the progressive payments 
of the loan for the service of that year.— 
Were any subsequent applications made by 
the contractors in the same year, and of the 
same sort? ‘lwo more applications were 
made, the first of them in May 1796, 
which was declined by the bask on the 
grounds I have already mentioned ; the next 
application was for an advance on a loan of 
seven millions and an half, which had been 
negotiated in April 1796, for the express 
purpose of funding 7,500,000l. chiefly of ex- 
chequer bills, and partly navy bills, held by 
the bank, and for the express purpose of re- 
lieving the bank from its advances to govern- 
ment, which at} that time pressed heavily 
upon it; in consideration of the nature of 
this loan, and the comparat.ve smallness of 
its amount, the directors consented to ad- 
vance the 3d, qth, sth, and 6th payments, 
requiring the contractors to pay the 7th and 
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last, which became due on the 26th of Oc- |such bidding was to be considered as a con. 


tober 1796.—-Were the difficulties of the 
Bank then, and the necessity they felt them- 
selves under to narrow their discounts, ow- 
ing, in a great or any degree, to the ad- 
vances made to government, and the failure 
on the part of government to repay those ad- 
“vances at the periods stipulated? It was the 
prevailing opinion among the directors, that 
the cause mentioned was a principal occasion 
of ‘their difficulties, to which however must 
be added, a general alarm that prevailed in 
the country, from aa apprehension of the at- 
tacks of the enemy.—Was the step taken by 
the bank to narrow their discounts, with a 
‘view in any degree to check general specula- 
tions, or the speculations of any particular 
house? I believe it was taken solely with 
the view to contract their own engagements ; 
a heuse, supposed to be involved in hazard- 
ous speculation, never enjoys the same credit 
at the bank as those who conduct their busi- 
ness in a regular way ; but this circumstance 
would only restrain the advances of the bank 
to that particular house. —Did the house of 
Boyd enjoy as much of the confidence of the 
bankat the timethe applications forthe advances 
upon loans contracted for by them were made 
and refesed, as any other house, and were 
they treated respecting their discounss with 
the same favour as any other house of the 
highest credit in London? Except their en- 
gegements with the public, Messrs. Boyd and 
‘co. had no engagements that were known to 
the bank to be of a nature or extent that 
precluded them from receiving the same ac- 
commodation as other houses of the first 
credit.—Did they in point of fact receive 
such accommodation ? Except the advances 
on the loan, they received ail, or nearly all 
-the accommodation they asked for, to the 
best of my, remembrance.—How long did 
that confidence in the house of Boyd, on the 
part of the Bank, and the accommodation 
consequent upon it, continue? Until a few 
months before their failure, at which time I 
was so convinced of their ultimate insolvency, 
that I thought it my duty to apprise the 
chancellor of the exchequer; and at the ne- 
gotiation of a public loan, which I believe 
succeeded next co thar ot 1796, the chancel- 
lor of the exchequer, in my presence, refused 
-to admit Mr. Boyd and others concerned with 
’ him as bidders, which they had offered to 
‘become.—Could you, by reference to any 
document, give the date of such bidding. I 
believe I could.—.Was Mr. Boyd preseut ? He 
-was not; but two gentlemen offered a bid- 
‘ding for themselves and him, and Mr. Boyd 
sent printed circular letters, intimating, that 


tinuation of his. lists for the loan; one of 
which letters L saw.—Do you fecollect the 
date of your communication to Mr. Pitt, of 
the opinion you had formed of the ultimate 
insolvency of Bayd’s house ? It was not long 
before their actual failure.—From the know. 
ledge you had then obtained of the situation 
of the affairs of that house, do you suppose 
their ultimate insolvency could. have 
presumed from an inspection of their affairs, 
and the knowledge of all their engagements, 
so early as the of the year 1796? 
I had no apprehension of their insolvency in 
1796, apd drew the conclusion I mentioned 
in a former answer from the wants of his 
house, expressed to-me by Mr. Boyd, and 
the very inadequate securities he then had to 
offer; I never saw a statement of his affairs 
till some time subsequent to his failure, and 
then only an abstract, which does not enable 
me to give an opinion on the last question.— 
Were the securities of the East India com. 
oy negotiable in the months of August, 
Sept. and Oct. 1796? The bank discount 
only bills that are payable within two months 
from the time at which they are offered ; if 
the India bills in the possession of Messrs, 
Boyd and co. had a large time to run, I cone 
ceive there miglit be difficulty of getting ad- 
vances on them at that period. —Did you ap. 
prehend houses of the first credit could not 
by any means have converted them into cash? 
I think houses, who had not before been un. 
der the necessity of raising large supplies, 
might Have got such accommodation.—Do 
East India bills, of the nature of those. held 
by Messrs. Boyd, as far as the committee 
have had any description of them, bear in. 
terest? The bills drawn by the presidencies 
of India are frequently made payable at two 
periods, at the option of the court of direc- 
tors; if discharged at the first period men- 
tioned in the bill, no interest is received; 
but if the later period of payment is chosen 
by the directors, the bills bear interest for 
the rime che payment is so protracted.—Can 
information be obtained from any document 
in the hands of the bank, of the drafts 
drawn by the paymaster of the navy pay of- 
fice during the months of August, Sepr. and 
Oct. 1796? From the bank books, an ac- 
count may be given of all payments made by 
them, but the drafts, which are the vouchers 
of such payments, have always been returned 


tothe navy pay office, when the account has 


been liquidated.—Had you any reason to 
doubt the solvency of Messrs. Boyd’s house 
between August and Nov. 1796, when the 
advance of 40,000], appears to have beer 
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made to him by the treasurer of the navy? I 
had no other cause of doubt except the ex- 
tent of their engagements.—Did such doubts 
prevent them from receiving the usual ac- 
commodation at the bank, given to other 
houses? It certainly did not,-—Could the 
repayment of the said advance of 40,0001. to 
the public, under the circumstance attending 
the same, as stated in evidence to the com- 
mittee, have been affected by the solvency or 
insolvency of Messrs, Boyd and co? If the 
securities were of the same nature described ex- 
clusively, I think not.—Will you state what 
you recollect to have been the discount upon 
the Joan in the latter part of the year 1796? 
Ihad the curiosity to advert yesterday to 
Castine’s stocl: paper, which is the best au- 
thority on those subjects, and find, that on 
the first loan for the service of 1796, there is 
marked ‘ no price,” and in other places, 
** nothing done ;” the second loan of 7 mil- 


ions and an half, is quoted there to be at a 


discount at from 8 to 9 per cent.—Supposing 
the contracts for the two loans, then in pro- 
gress of payment, had been dissolved, must 
not the advance of price. to be paid by the 
public for any new loan have at least been 
equal to the discourit on the loan then exist- 
ing? I think there would have been great 
loss and great difficulty in negociating a fresh 
Joan for the supplies of that year; but it 


-must be a matter of doubt whether it would 


bear an exact proportion to the discount on 
the existing loan, in the hands of necessitous 
people, who, from their situation, must pre-s 
the sale in an undue degree ; I have no hesi- 
tation, however, to express my opinion, the 
cancelling a contract for a loan at that period 
of the year would have been as calamitous 
as it would have been unprecedented. —Had 
the failure of that loan then actually taken 
place, would such failure have tended mate- 
rially to aggravate the difficulties you have 
stated at that time to exist in the money 
market of the country? I think it would 
have shaken public credit, and have mate- 
rially affected the money market.—In point 


of fact, do the public receive any interest on 


the money issued from the exchequer to the 
bank for public services, in the interval be- 
tween the time it is so issued, and the time 
when it is drawn out of the bank for such 
services? ‘The bank is only a depository for 
such cash as is brought there, which may be 
taken away at pleasure, and therefore never 
allows interest.—Were the extent of the en- 
gagements of the house of Boyd, in 1796, 


‘sufficient to cause any doubt in your mind 
‘of their ultimate solvency? I had less doubt 


ef their ultimate solyency than I should have 
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of many others under similar circumstances, 
from the known extent of the fortune of one 
of the partners; but no house, whose en- 
gagements embraced so large a sphere as thet 
of Boyd and co. can, in my mind, be per- 
fectly secure.—Did you at any time, state 
any doubts of your own on that head, or 
converse at all on the possibility of such aa 
event gs did actually take place, namely, the 
failure of the house of Boyd, with the bank 
directors, or any of them, in the year 1796? 
The comparative security of different com- 
mercial houses, are always a subject of con 
versation at the bank; but I do not remem- 
her any particular allasion to the house of 
Boyd and co, at that time under considera- 
tion.—Do you know what causes immedi- | 
ately led to the failure of that house? I 
know only from report, that a large sum, 
alledged to be their property, was retained 
at Paris; that Mr. Benfield was disappointed 
of large remittances from: India; besides 
which, it has been said, that they had un- 
successful speculations in the public funds. 
—Was the loan which was contracied for in 
April -1796, also contracted for conjointly 
by Messrs. Boyd and co. Messrs. Robarts and 
Curtis, and Mr. Goldsmid ? It was.—When 
a loan has been contracted for conjointly by 
different houses, ‘are they not all conjointly 
bound, by the contract entered into, to 
make the several payments on the loan? The. 
engagement entered into, and signed, at the 
time of the contract, is merely to make the 
cepesit, for which I understand the parties 
to be conjointly engaged ; but after the ap- 
propriation of different parts of the loan ta 
the respective subscribers, 1 consider each 
party tobe engaged only for the sum set 
against his name; and, in proof of mv opi- 
nion, there have been instances of subscri- 
bers forfeiting the early payments which they 
have made, in consequence of their neglecg 
to make those which were to foliow ; and I 
believe, in the last session of parliament, an 
act passed to relieve a subscriber who was, 
under these circumstances,—the failure of 
any of the contractors for that loan, in mak- 
ing good any of the payments on his part of 
the loan, would not then have beca attended 
by setting aside the contract for the whole - 
Joan, but would have been attended by the 
forfeiture only of the several paymenis of the 
parts of the subscription held by such con- 
tractors “1 conceive it would have been a 
forfeiture only of.the part held by Messts, 
Boyd and co, themselves as principals, and 
as agents for others, in which cepacity 1 
doubt not they acted; it is not to be pre- 


wart that they would haye -forfcited the 
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~seven or eight payments which must have 
beer. made on the loan antecedent to the pe- 
riods spoken of, which must have been to 
the amount of 70 or 80 per cent. conse- 
_ quently the amount of loan held by them, as 
— and agents, would have been 
rought to market, and sold at any price, to 
such persons as could make the payment in 
which Boyd and co. had failed.—Do you 
know how much of the loan was then actually 
held by the house of Boyd and Benfield, at 
the time the advance of 40,0001. was made? 
I conceive no person but themselves can an- 
swer that question; but the sum of 40,900]. 
would probably be equal to the payment on 
400,00cI. it is, however probable, from the 
extent of their transactions, that they held 
a greater sum.—What would have been the 
probable effect in the money market at that 
period, if Messrs. Boyd had been obliged to 
sell their scrip at any price, for the purpose 
of making good their share of the instal- 
ments then due? I think it would have been 
very injurious to public credit.—Must it not 
have affected the other subscribers to the loan 
in making good their payments, by increas- 
ing the then discount at which the loan 
stood? It would have lessened their ability 
to make such payments in the degree to 
which it prevented their selling their scrip.— 
In point of fact, might not considerable dif- 
ficulty have been found in turning any large 
amount of scrip into money in the then state 
of the market, except at a price extremely 
depreciated, even with reference to the pre- 
vious existing discount? I think it probable 
the discount would have been increased by 
the sale of any such quantity of scrip as that 
held by Boyd and co. and much more so, if 
it had been suspected they were under the 
necessity of making such sale.—Had it been 
suspected that Messrs. Boyd were obliged to 
go into the market to make such sale on 
terms so disadvantageous, might it not have 
had a tendency to bring other demands upon 
their house of a nature to produce their 
failure at that moment? It probably might, 
-—State the effect which you conceive the 
failure of the house of Messrs. Boyd, regard 
being had to the extent of their money trans- 
actions, would probably have had in the ge- 
neral state,of public credit at that moment? 
The failure of any house of great commer- 
_cial transactions would have been a public 
- calamity at that period ; but the transactions 
of Messrs, Boyd and co. being mostly out of 
the kingdom, except in as much as they were 
contractors for the loan, and agents to the 
empereror of Germany for the advances 
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had more effect, if so much, as the failure of 
other houses of equal engagements.—Might 
not the failure of the house of Messrs. Boyd 
have involved other houses of importance in 
this country, and some who were also sub. 
scribers to the loan ?—They would have dis. 
tressed such houses as had made advances, 


‘or, in the way of business, happened to be 


holders of their acceptances ; but I meant in 

a former answer to imply, that the manufac. 

turers of this country, and the importers of 

East and West India produce, had not any 

great concerns with them. 

The further examination of Samuel Thornton 
esq. taken the 10th of May 1805. 

Do you know the date of the bankruptcy 
of the house of Boyd and Benfield? I have 
in my hand an extract from the Gazette, 
by which it appears, that Walter Boyd, Paul 
Benfield, and James Drummond, were bank- 
rupts the 25th of March 1800; their certifi. 
was dated 2zoth of Sepiember 1800.— 
Do you recollect the date of the conversation 
you held with Mr, Pitt, wherein you in- 
formed him you were persuaded that house 
would prove ultimately insolvent, when, in 
consequence of that conversation, he refused 
a bidding for the loan from parties with 
whom that house were avowedly joined in 
such bidding? By a reference to some do. 
cuments since my last examination, ] am en 
abled to ascertain, that it was subsequent to 
the month of July 1798; and I have reason 
to believe, that the gentlemen who tendered 
a bidding on their behalf, and were refused 
to be admitted as bidders, did it for the loan 
in the year 1799.-—Were Boyd and co. con- 
tractors for any, or all the loans made be. 
tween the loan of 7.500,col. raised in spring 
1796, and the loan to which you have last 
alluded? Conjointly with other sets of gen- 
tlemen, I believe they were.—Was the loan 
contracted for in April 1798 of 17,000,000), 
tsken by Messrs, Boyd, and did they fulfil 
their contracts for that loan? The contract 
for the loans of 1798 were, to the best of my 
knowledge, punctually fulfilled ; and I be- 
lieve Boyd and co. to have been parties to 
such contract.—Was the loan of April 1798 
a loan by open competition? To the beat 
of my remembrance it was.—You have 
stated, that the parties connected with Messrs, 
Boyd were refused permission to become bid- 
ders for the loan contracted for in June 1799, 
of 15,500,cool.; can you recollect -how. 
long previous to that bidding you mentioned 
tothe chancellor of the exchequer your sus- 
picions of the insolvency of Boyd’s house? 
The situation of Messrs, Boyd and co, wag 
made known to me in July 1798, in couse. 


-mad¢ to him by this cogntry, would not have | 
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quence of an application to the bank for ex- 


traordinary assistance, and some gentlemen 


having been appointed to look into their af- 
fairs, as the assistance required was granted 
to them, some time must have intervened 
before Icould have formed an opinion whe- 
ther it would have been available or not; as 
soon as 1 was convinced that the assistance 
could.not extricate them from their difficul- 
culties, I mentioned the circumstance ina 
conversation to the chancellor of: the exche- 
quer; and on the bidding for the loan in 
1799, when two houses, one of whom was 
that of Mr. Strange, the son-in-law of Mr. 
Dundas, offered a bidding, I thought it my 
duty, when appealed to by the chancellor of 
the exchequer for my opinion, to say that I 
thought the addition of that house, though 
then in credit, and the other house conjoined 
with them, did not give sufficient solidity to 


_ the list; and the deputy governor of the bank 


at that time agreeing in opinion with me, 
the parties were called into the room, and 
told by the chancellor of the exchequer they 
could not be admitted as bidders.—What 
was the interval, as near as you can recollect, 
between July 1798, when the application was 
made to the bank by Messrs. Boyd for ex- 


traordinary aid, and that when you, upon. 


enquiry, was of opinion, that the assistance 
required could not extricate that house from 
its difficulties? I think not less than four 
months ; it might be more.—Had that period 
expired of four months, or more, before you 
expressed your suspicions, as above stated, to 
the chancellor of the exchequer? I wishit to be 
understood, that this communication was 
not official, and as such I have no memoran- 
dum of it; but I think that time must have 
expired, or more.—Did the bank, in point 
of fact, give any aid to the house of Messrs, 
Boyd during that period? They did give 
aid to an extent, and upon securities, by 
which I mean the personal security of others, 
who became responsible for them, much be- 
yond its usual way of business,—What was 
the general conduct of the bank towards the 
house of Messrs. Boyd subsequent to that pe- 
riod, the expiration of the four months, or 
more, from July 1798? ‘The bank’s acco- 


-modation was granted to Messrs. Boyd and 


co. for two months at a time, and how often 
it was renewed I cagnot possibly say by me- 
mory ; but as the personal securities were in- 
disputable, it may have happened that the ac- 
commodation was continued even beyond the 
time I and others had apprehensions it would 
not be effectual—_What degree of general 
¢redit did the house of Messrs. Boyd stand 


_ 4p, in June 1799, when they were rejected 
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as bidders for the loan? I think no mercan- 

tile house would have given them credit to 

any extent. 

The further examination of Samuel Thornton, 
esq. taken 27th May 1805. 

Had 100,0col. scrip been brought into 
the market in the month of September 1796, 
would such an addition to the scrip then upon 
sale have produced any, and what effect f— 
I think it would have increased the discount, 
which on the sth of September IJ find to have 
been 15 and a half per cent ; and the price 
of exchequer bills bearing 5 per. cent. inter- 
est, to have been at g and a half per cent. 
discount: on these, or at.about these terms, 
I suppose 100,000]. might have been sold, 
The examination of Georce BARCLAY, 

esq. taken the 10th of May 1805. 

Do you know of any instance, between 
August 1796 and January 1798, of any vic- 
tualling bill which had been regularly ac 
cepted, and presented for payment, not hav- 
ing been paid when so presented for want of 

cts?—-The case happened to me in an 
instance of my own,—State the case ? It 
was in a bill of 1,0c001. drawn from Marti- 
nique by Mr, Desborough upon the victual- 
ling office, regularly accepted, and due the . 
18th February 1797, and paid without in- 
terest on the 1st of March, eleven days after 
it was due. When it became due, was it pre- 
sented for payment, and if presented, what 
answer ?—I presented it myself the day it be- 
came due at the victualling office, and 1 was 
told there were no effects, or tothat purport, 
and that I must call again ; I was told et the 
victualling office by the people there, that 
there were a great many bills in a similar 
situation; cannot say who the individuals 
were that gave the answer. Do you know 
of any navy bills due, not having been paid 
when presented for payment within the pe- 
riod alluded to ?—I cannot speak from my 
own knowledge, I have not the least doubt 
of the fact. Did you call between the 18th . 
of February and the 1st of March ?—I sent 
one of my clerks two or three times, and re- 
ceived the same answer, till the ist of 
March, 
The examination of AsnatiaM GOLDSMID, 
esq. taken the 10th of May 1805. 

Were you one of the contractors for the 
loan which was made in November 1795 ? 
I think I was; I am almost sureI was; but 
I cannot speak positively.—Can you recol- 
lect the number of instalments, and the pe- 
riods at which the instalments were to be 
paid ? Most assuredly not.—Do you recol- 
lect what was the state of the money market 


in Avgust 1796, It is impossible to recel- 
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lect exactly, but I think mouey was sed 
all that year.—From your recollection of the 
scarcity of money at that period, do you 
conceive that navy bills, or the acceptances: 
of the East India company to bills drawn 
upon them from their presidencies abroad, 
were securities discountable, or on which 
money might have been obtained by pledg- 
ing such securities? Most assuredly nor; I 
-myself sold them at a large discount; with 
difficulty you could not get more than 1,000l. 
or 2,000]., but nothing large could be de- 
sie on; it was only chance, and not to 
‘relied on in any large sum. 
The examization of Georce SwAFFIELD, 
esq. taken the 1oth of May 1805. 
- What are you? Cashier of the victual- 
ling in the navy pay office—Do you know 
‘any thing of any bill accepted by the com- 
missioners of the victualling office, and pre- 
“sented for payment when due, not having 
been paid at the office when so presented, be- 
tween Angust 1796 and January 1798? I 
‘do not recollect any, such circumstance, if 
the bill was complete. —What is the meaning 
of the bill being ** complete?" That the 
bill might be accepted by the board, bar not 
assigned by them for want of money.—What 
is the reaning of ¢* not assigned for want of 
‘money ?”’ ‘The money not having: been is- 
sued from the exchequer to the treasurer of 
the navy for the payment of it—On what 
head of aceount at the bank would the assign- 
ment ofa bill upon the victwalling office be 
made? On the head of victualling.—Is 
that class or head of payment distinct from 
the bill-and payment office? It is so distinct, 
that 1 have never any cash at the bank but 
under that head. of victualling.—Did it fre- 
quently happen that bills accepted were not 
assigned for want of money? I have known 
many instances of it.—Did such instances 
occur frequently between the month of Av- 
gust 1796. and January 1798? Most pro- 
hably they did; I cannot pretend to say, 
without my books of accounts.—By reference 
to these books of accounts, can 5 ow discover 
what number of bills duc, and. presented, 
were not paid within the periods alluded to, 
_ because they had not been assigned for want 
of money? No, I cannot myslf, but I 
could learn it from the victualling board.— 
Do you apprehend it can be ascertained by 
reference to documents in the victualling of- 
fice? Certainly.—Would the assignment of 
accepted bills have been delayed, if a balance 
under that head of issue appeared in the 
‘books of the commi:sione:s of victualling ta 
be at that time in the hands of the treasurer 


of the navy? J believe not, that belongs to | 
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the victualling board.—Do you conceive the 
delay of assignments to have’ been eccasi- 
oned by the delay of funds being issued from 
the exchequer to the credit of the treasurer 
of the navy at the bank, or by any circum: 
stance in the mode of conducting the busi- 
ness in the treasurer of the navy’s cflice, after 
the funds had been so issued to him. The 
delay is certainly for want of money being 
at the bank in the treasurer’s name for that 
or any purpose.—Who is the head clerk of 
the pay branch in the navy pay office? . John 
Swaffield, deputy to the paymaster.—By 
whom are the assignments made? Of these 
bills that I pay, the a signments are made by 
three or more commissioners of victualling, 
— Has the treasurer of the navy any thing 
to do with the making of the assignment? 
No.—Does not the treasurer of the navy 
order the issue of the money when the assign- 
ments are made? Whenever the commis. 
sioners of victualling assign bills for payment, 
they send a list of those bills by way of ad- 
vice, and that list is generally sent to me, 
on which I apply for money to pay it.—k 
such list sent previous to the assignment be. 
ing made? I cannot say positively, but my 
instructions are not to pay those bills without 
first having the list. —Is the list submitted to 
any body before it comes to you? Very 
rarely.—Is it ever, or has it ever been? Not 
that I can recolleet ; those lists are generally 
sent to me open by one of their messengers, 
and frequently by one of their clerks.—Do 
you ever recollect notice having been sent to 
the victualling office not to make assignments 
of any list, or any bill or bills included in any 
list, or any victualling bill or bilis of any de. 
scription, till further order or communicati- 
on? I certainly never knew-an instance of that 
kind, and I have been three or four and 
thirty years in my present situation ; I have 
been sixty years in all.—How are the victu- — 
alling office informed of the balance of cash 
in the treasurer’s hands, applicable to their 
department, so as to enable them to judge 
whether to assign, or not, bills that may 

due? As itis received by the exchequer, it 
is or ought to be immediately certified to 
that board by the paymaster.—Do you know 
whether such certificates have, in point of 
fact, always been regularly made? They’ 
have not been immediately made, because 
the money has been issued from the exche- 
quer in exchequer bills; which bills must go 
to market before the treasurer is in possesssion 
of the money.—Has the treasurer of the navy 
any authority to issue orders to the victual- 
ling board? I believe not.—Has the trea 
‘surez of the nayy any discretion as to what 


[Ixxx 


| 
| 

| 

| 


Ixxvii] 


_ pills shall be assigned, or not, on him? 
Certainly not; the money is entirely in the 
disposition of the commissioners of victual- 
ling. —Has he any other duties than to pay 
the bills assigned on him, as far as the ba- 
lance standing in the bank, under the head 
of victualling,” enables him todo? No; 
except accounting for the money every fort- 
night. 
further examination of Geoyge Swoffcld, 
esq. taken the 20th Mag, 1805. 
[Mr Swaffield delivered in an account of 
money, &c. received and paid by the trea- 
surer of the navy, on the head of—** victu- 
alling ;”—from the rst to the 14th April 
1805. 
of THomas Rippon, ¢s9, 
taken the 10th May 18035. 
What are you? One of the cashiers of 
the bank.—What have you brought, in obe- 
dience to the order of the committee? An 
extract from the books from the bank of 
England, of all drafts paid to the order of 
Alexander Trotter, esquire, as paymasier of 
the navy pay office, dated fin the months of 
August, September, and October 1796.— 
[Extract read, ]—How many years was you 
clerk in the drawing office at the bank, where 
all drafts passed by the navy pay office were 
aid? From the year 1782 to 1803.—Do 
you believe that any drafts from the pay- 
master were, during that time, ever paid by 
the bank, without such drafts having ex- 
pressed a service on which they were drawn ; 
and more particularly since the year 1786, 
when a regulation was made by law on 
that subject? Tam clearly of opinion that 
there never were any, and particularly since 
the act passed.—lf there had, would you 
have known: it? They did not all pass 
through my hands; such a thing may have 
happened, as it was impossible that an ac- 
count of that magnitude could have been con- 
docted free from error; but they were never 
so passed, except in error.—Do you know, 
or have you heard from other clerks in the 
dank, of any instance in which such drafts 
were passed without specifying the service? 
I never recollect an instance myself, nor do 
Lever remember to have heard any report of 
~ such a thing happening from any other clerk. 
—lIs it usual ia the bank of England to de- 
stroy books and other vouchers when they 
become useless, and no longer necessary to 
be kept? During nsy service in the bank, I 
recollect two instances which have occurred, 
when books and useless papers, or.such as 
may have been thought so, have either beea 
sold as waste paper or burnt, to save them 


frem the public eye.—Do you know the 
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latest date of any papers so destroyed ? 
Books belonging to soine of the departinents 
have beea destroyed on to the last seven 
years, or to the year 1798; others belong~ 
ing to other departments or offices have been 
preserved from the earliest period of the 
bank; and such books and papers oaly have 

en destroyed to a late period, as were 
thought of litile or no importance; the mo- 
tive for their being destroyed is for want of 
room.—What is the nature of the books de- 
stroyed? Balance books, waste ledgers, 
books whic's relate to bills discounted by the 
bank, and a great variety of others which I 
cannot enumerate.—ls it not the duty of the 
bank immediately to notify to the several 
boards, viz. navy board, victualling board, 
transport board, and sick aud hurt, the pre- 
cise amount of all monies received from the 


departments, and placed in the books of the 
bank to the credit of the treasurer of the 
navy, subject to their assignments? I 
never heard that it was usual for the bank 
to make any report of sums placed to 
any account, in any other way than by in- 
setting in the bank book or books belong- 
ing to such accounts, the sums paid to the 
credit of those accounts from ume to time. 
—How many heads of account were raised 
at the bank, to the credit of the treasurer of 
the navy, during the last treasurership of lord 
Melville? ‘The right honourable Henry 
Dundas act of parliament new account, which 
commenced the 13th of January 1786, be- 
sides which, there was a sub-account, Dun- 
das and Swaffield, for the victualling branch; 
that is all | recollect.—W as the money issued 
during that treasurership from the exchcquer, 
paid all into the act of parliament new ac- 
count, or any part of it to the credit of 
Dundas and Swaffield, or others? Money 


navy did pass to the account of the treasurer 
of the navy, and was afterwards disposed of 
by drafts in favour of the other branches of 
service, and not in the first instance to the 
account of Dundas and Swaffield, or others, 
as far as I know.—Were there in point of 
fact, any accounts raised at the bank during 
that treasurership, distinguished by the- tile 
of navy branch, pay branch, victualling, 
transport, sick and hurt, into which parti- 
cular issues of money were paid, destined to 
those particular services, and out of which 
particularly all drafts, specifying such parti- 
cular services, were particularly and dis- 
tincly paid? No accounts were ever raised 
at the bank under these titles, during that 
treasurership.—-Are any such accounts now: 
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exchequer, for the service of their respective _ 


issued by the treasury to the treasurer of the © 
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raised? None at this time are distinguished 
by those titles. —How are the treasurer’s ac- 
counts now distinguished? ‘The present trea- 
surer’s account was opened in the name of 
the right honourable George Canning; there 
are four sub-accounts in the bank; namely, 
James Slade, John Davies, George Swaf- 
field, and John Swaffield.—Give the form 
by which money is passed from the account 
of the treasurer of the navy.to the account of 
the sub-accomptants, ** No. 26. London 
** Navy pay office, August 3d 1803. To the 
** cashiers of the. bank of England. Write 
*¢ off from my bank book, to the account of 
** James Slade, esquire, the sum of eight 
** thousand pounds. For the right honour- 
** able George Tierney. W. A. Latham. 
** 8.o00!. o. o. perCr. Ca, James Slade.” 
The examinatien of Joun SportTiswoops, 
"esq. taken the 11th May 1805. 

Where you in partnership with your late 
father? Yes.—Do you recollect any thin 
relating to the instrument in your hand ? i 

recollect the preparation of it, and being 
witness to Mr, ‘Trotter’s signature.—Were 
you concerned for lord Melville, as well as 
Mr. Trotter, in framing that instrument? 
The instrument was prepared by the desire 
of Mr. Trotter, and I conceive the expence 
of it was paid one-half by each party, but I 
- do not think there was any communication 
between lord Melville and us on this subject. 
—Were you in the habit of doing business 
for lord Melville? Yes.—Who gave the 
instructions for the instrument? Mr. Trot- 
ter,—Who settled it? It was given into Mr. 
Trotter’s hands, as far as I recollect.-—Was 
any counsel applied to? None, I believe.— 
Is the clause to cancel and destroy vouchers 
a usual clause in instruments of this nature ? 
I do not recollect any such clause in any re- 
lease which I have seen, but I have had very 
little opportunity of seeing releases of this 
nature.—Do you recollect any particular in- 
structions relative to that clause? No.— 
Do you know at whose suggestion it was in- 
serted? No.—Were you present alwayswhen 
instructions were given relative to this instru- 
ment? I do not recollect, but I rather be- 
lieve not. 
The examination of Davip RoseRrtson, 
taken 11th May 1805. 

Were you in partnership with the late Mr. 
Spottiswoode? I was.—How many years 
have you been in business? Seventeen years 
his clerk ; and partner about two years be- 
fore he died,—Do you know any thing of the 
instrument in your hand? I have some re- 
collection of it.—Do you recollect instructi- 
ens being given for the preparation of that 
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instrument? No.—Do you know if that in- 
strument was ever referred to counsel? Not 
to my knowledge.—Is the clause to cancel 
and destroy, usual in instruments of that na- 
ture? Ido not know that it is.—Did you 
ever see it inserted in instruments of that na. 
ture before ? I am not aware that I have, 
Is this an instrument in the Scotch form? It 
has the forms that are necessary in both coun. 
tries.—Does such a clause occur in Scotch 
instruments of release? I do not. think that 
it does; I do not w that the clauses of 
Scotch releases are of a fixed nature.—-Have 
you been in the custom of seeing Scotch in- 
struments of releases? They occur from time 
to time, but not very frequently here—In — 
any Scotch instrument of the same kind you 
have seen, did you ever see such a clause? 
I cannot venture to say whether I have or. 
have not.—Did you ever draw a Scotch in- 
strument of release? Yes.x—In such draft 
did you ever insert such a clause? Not that * 
I recollect; in general releases of accounts 
betwixt landlord and steward in Scotland, it 
is the usual practice for the steward to delivs 
er up the vouchers when the releases are 
signed.—Is it usual to deliver up the account 
books also? 1 believe not. 


| The examination of the right hon. lord Har- 


ROWBY ; taken the 11th of May 1805. 

When did your lordship become treasurer 
of the navy? In June or July 1800.—On 
coming into office, or at any time after, did 
you discover that irregularities in the pay- 
ment of public money had taken place in that 
office, and were then practised? As this of. 
fice was regulated by a variety of acts of par- 
liament which had been brought in by my 
immediate predecessor, and, as I had been 
myself a member of the committee of the 
house of commons, appointed in 1791 to 
make enquiries respecting various public of- 
fices, which committee had not discovered or 
reported any irregularity in the conduct of 
that particular office, I had no reason whate 
ever to suppose that any irregularities existed; 


at a subsequent period, but at what period I 
am at present unable to recollect, the parti- 


cular practice to which I imagine the ques- 
tion alludes was brought to my notice,—In 
what manner was your notice called to that 
practice ? I really cannot, at this distance of » 
time, state with any accuraey.—Will you be 
so good as to state the practice ? The practice, 
as I understood it, was this: insteadof drawing — 
money out of the bank for each individual pay- 
ment, or drawingit intothe hands of the ca- 
shiers to be placedjin the iron chest,or to be sent 
to the clerks of the out- ports, to be paid after. 
wards to such persons as had demands for nae 


| | 
| 

| 


%xxi] 
naval service, sums of money were drawn by 
the paymaster from the bank to the house of 
Messrs. Coutts, day by day, or more fre- 
quently, as they were likely to be~wanted 
and were distributed from the house of 
Messrs. Coutts by the orders of Mr. Trotter, 
either to the different cashiers, or to the dif- 
ferent individuals to whom money was due.— 
‘Did you understand the practice to have pre- 
vailed long? When I first expressed some 
doubts conerroing it, I was informed that 
_ the practice had «gan in 1786; as I had 
~ Jearnt that the act of 1785 had not been car- 
ried fully into execution till the beginning of 
the subsequent year, I imagined that. the 
practice above mentioned was in fact coeval 
" with the act itself, and I did not know «ill I 
was informed by the naval ‘commissioners, 
that any period had existed, however short, 
between the execuiion of that act and the 
commencement of the practice.—Had the 
practice continued, without interruption, 
from the period of January 1786 to the pe- 
‘riod of your discovery of it? Iknow no. 
thing to the contrary.—Did the practice ap- 
pear to you irregular, and contrary to law? 
As the practice of drawing money from the 
bank into the hands of the different cashiers, 
for the purpose of subsequent distribution, 
had been stated by the commissioners of en- 
guiry in 1782 to be absolutely necessary, 
which practice was perhaps hardly justifiable 
according to the strict letter of the act that 
was passed pursuant to their suggestions, and 
which practice, nevertheless, it was impossible 
to suppose that act was intended to prohibit, it 
didnot immediately appear to me that the prac- 
tice of drawing money out of the bank into 
the hands of a private banker, if carried on’ 
bona fide for the same purposes of official con- 
venience, and for those only, was necessarily 
illegal or unjustifiable ; I felt it however to 
be a considerable objection to the practice, 
that it was in fact a substitution by the au- 
thority of the treasurer of the navy, for how- 
ever short a time, of the security of a private 
banking-house, however respectable, in the 
room of the security of the bank, or of the 
clerks of his own office; and I was sensible 
that this practice, in common with that of 
placing sums of money in the hands of the 
cashiers, or of the clerks at the out-ports, of 
even in the iron chest of the office, was in 
some degtee liable to abuse, undoubtedly 
a greater degree than the practices last refer- 
red to.—Did you discover that abuse had 
arisen out of this practice? 


_ ¥eason to believe that the public money had, 
4n consequence of this practice, been used to 
VoL, Vi— Appendix, 
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purposes of private emolument? I was un- 
doubtedly aware that the habitual passage of 
considerable sums through the hands of a pri- 
vate banker, for however short a time, each 
particular sunt might remain upon his books, 
must be some advantage to the general con- 
cerns of the house, but I had no reason what- 
ever to suspect, nor did I in fact suspect that 
any sums of money, after being drawn by 
Mr. Trotter from the bank, for naval servi- 
ces, and placed in the hands of Messrs, 
Coutts, were subsequently drawn from that 
house for any purposes whatsoever, except 
the naval services {or which they were origi- 
nally drawn.—Did you ever communicate to 
the present chancellor of the exchequer the 
irregularity you had discovered ? It is diffi- 
cult for me, at this distance of time, to re- 
collect every incidental conversation I may 
have had with the chancellor of the exche- 
quer; the only conversation which I recollect 
having had with him oa that subject, while’ 
I was in office,was, I believe, a short time before 
or after my visit to the bank, which was subse- 
quent to Mr. Pitt’s leaving office, and the 
object of which is stated in my evidence be- 
fore the commissioners of naval enquiry ; the 
steps I did take will appear in that evidence, 
to which I beg leave to refer.—Do you re- 
collect the terms, or the substance of the con- 
versation that passed between you and Mr. Pitt? 
I only recollect very generally,that I mentions 
ed to him the nature of the practice,with the rea- 
sons which led me to believe it to be irregu- 
Jar, and that I stated my intention of chang- 
ing it; and as faras I can remember, Mr. 
Pitt appeared to agree with me in opinion, — 
that it was desirable it should be changed. I 
had a subsequent conversation with Mr, Pitt, 
when we were both out of office, in the au- 
tumn of 1802; the only thing I recollect 
that the name of Mr. Coutts Trotter occur- 
red in that conversation, and that I menti- 
oned to Mr, Pict that I thought it not impro- 
bable that either the circamstance of the naval 
money passing in part through the hands of 
the house of Coutts, to which I found that . 
he belonged, might have led to his introduc-. 
tion into that house, or that the circumstance. 
of his being a partner in it might have led to 
the selection of that house for that purpose ; 
I meant this with a reference to advantage. 
derived to the general concerns of a banking 
house necessarily arising from the nature_ of, 
their business, however cautiously conducted, ~ 
and not from having any reason to believe 
that the naval money was used for the benefit 
of Mr. Alexander Trotter; I had the less 
reason to suspect it, as his salary had been 
increased, I'think in May, 1800 from 
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a year to 8ool. on account of its inadequacy 


“to the importance of his office. 
Tbe es9. 


taken the 13th May 1805. 
- What are you? I am depaty paymaster of 


‘the navy.—Have you the superintendance of 


the pay branch of the navy? Yes,—Are you 


at all times acquainted with the state of the 


balances in the bank, or in the hands of the 

aymaster, applicable to that particular 

ranch? I know monthly the state of the 
‘bank balance.--Could any sum of money be 
‘diverted from the service of the pay branch, 
‘without such circumstance coming to your 
knowledge? I do not know of any thing 
further thanthat I receive occasionally from 
the paymaster the suths necessary for carrying 
on the service of the pay branch.—Do you 
officially, and at stated periods, check the ex- 


*. penditure in that branch, with the monthly 


returns of what are called the bank balances, 
applicable to that branch? I make out 
monthly, what we call a balance sheet, which 
shews the receipts and payments of the pay 
branch, and the balances remaining in each 
person’s hands officially.—Did it ever occur 
in the course of your experience, that what 


is called the bank balance, proved less than | 


could be accounted for by the expenditure in 
the pay branch? Not to my knowledge,— 
Could such a circumstance have taken place 
without your knowledge, unless a false retura 
had been made by some person in some de- 
partment ? I had no knowledge actually of 
the bank balance.— Did you not receive, 
and have you not before stated, that you did 


_ receive official and. periodical returns of the 
_ state of such balance? I mean to say, that [ 


cal] upon the paymaster to know what sums 
have been received from the exchequer for 
the month for which we are making up the 
accounts; then I state my receipts and pay- 
ments, and likewise the dog, ts and pay- 
ments at the out-ports, by which I know 
what money has been issued from the bank 
for the pay branch; and, stating each sepa- 
rate balance with the chief clerk of all the 
ports, it appears what the bank balance 
should be.—Are you acquainted also offici- 


‘ally, and periodically, with the issues from 


the exchequer to the bank? That is taken 
into our monthly certificate—In point of 
fact, then, the balance paper ought to exhibit 
an accurate account of money issued from 
the exchequer to the bank on account of the 
pay branch, of money issued from the bank 
on the same account, and of the expenditure 
of such money? Yes; it should.—Are the 
balance papers, or copies of them preserved ? 
Ido not know.—To whom do you deliver 
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‘How long have you been in the situation 


the balance papers? To the paymaster.— 


you now fill? From about , July 119]— 
During the period you have held such situa. 
tion, has it come to your knowledge in any 
way, that money, applicable to the 
branch of the navy, has been diverted by any 
person to any other purpose whatever? Not 
to my knowledge.—Have any irregular pay. 
ments been made by any person to the pay 
branch, which might lead you to sup 
that such circumstance had taken place? | 
believe not.—Could such payments have. 
been made without your knowledge? No. 
Has any money been received, at any time 
during your office, for the pay branch, ex. 
cept from the bank? I do not recollect any, - 
—Have you at any time received from any 
body, any particular or extraordinary in- 
structions for framing your balance sheet? 
No.—Who was your predecessor in office? 
Mr, William ‘Taylor.—Where does he live? 
Between Deal and Dover.—Have you the 
copies of the balance sheet since you came 
into office? I could make out a balance sheet 
for any month during that period. 
Lhe further examination of Swaffield, 
esg. taken the 23d of May, 1805. 
Explain the entry from the paper in your 
hand, being an account of the receipts and 
payments between the 1st and 31st of Janu. 
ary 1798, in the treasurership of the right 
hon. Dundass; viz. of transfer to 
the victualling branch,” to replace the like 
sum transferred from thence to ‘* wages” in 
March 1797, of £.8,995- 13+ 6.5 does the 
word ‘* wages” in that entry mean pay 
branch? Yes it does.—By whose order was 
the original transfer from the pay branch to 
the victualling branch made? I do not 
know. 
The further examination of Fobn Sewoffeld 
esq. taken the 24th of May, 1805, 
What have you in your hand? The certi- 
ficate book, Fas the rst to the 31st of 
March 1797.—[Book produced, ] 
The examination of JAMES DRUMMOND, 
taken the 13th of May 1805. _. 
Were you partner in the firm of Boyd 
and Benfield? I was, but not precisely o@ 
the same footing as the other partners; the 
house of Boyd and Benfield was established 
in the month of March 1793. I became 
concerned with them on the ist of January 
1794, and was announced to the correspon- 
dents of the house as a partner, but as between 
ourselves it was agreed, in consideration of 
my share of the profits being comparatively 
small, that I should be exempted from any 
patticipation of loss in the years in which @ 
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Joss ‘might occur, and also from any _contri- 
bution towards the capital, I retired from the 
- house on the 31st of December 1798, in con- 
uence of previous notice given by me to 
that effect early in that year, I never sign- 
ed, or was required to sign, their contract of 
partnership.—During the time that you 
were a partner, did you take any active part 
in the concerns of the house, by personal at- 
tendance to the business carried on? I did, 
but chiefly unter the direction of Mr.Boyd.— 
Do you recollect the circumstances relative 
to the loan negociated in November 1795, at 
what periods the several instalments to be 
made on that loan were contracted for to be 
aid? I recollect that a loan wa® made in the 
month of December 1795, which included a 
sum of .4,600,000l., lent to the emperor of 
Germany, for whom the house of Boyd, 
Benfield, and co. were agents; the further 
sum for the service of this country, I believe, 
- was 18,000,0001.; the periods of instal- 
ments it is impossible for me to state from 
memory, but they were publickly known.— 
Was the house of Boyd and Benfield joint 
contractors for that loan? They were.—Do 
you recollect any difficulty, from the state of 
the money market at any period before the 
last instalment was made, of completing the 
payment of any instalment of that loan? Ido 
not.— Do you know of any application made to 
government for assistance, in order to enable 
the house of Boyd and Benfield to complete 
any instalment upon that loan? I do not.— 
Were you in the habit of communicating 
with Mr. Boyd relative to the engagements 
of the house? Certainly, relative to all the 
affairs of the house in general; but I cannot 
know whether Mr. Boyd communicated to 
me every thing that passed between him and 
other persons.—Do you know of any sale of 
script, or any endeavour to sell script, in the 
months of August, September, and October 
1796, for the purpose of furnishing money to 
complete any instalment that might fall due 
upon the Ican of December 1795, within 
that period ? I cannot speak with certainty 
as to the particular period from memory, 
but the house being in the habit of holding 
considerable sums of script, it is extremely 
probable that they may have sold a part of 
that script for the purpose of completing the 
yayments on the remainder.—Do you recol- 
ect any sale cf navy bills, or bills accepted 
by the East India company from their presi- 
dencies abroad, or any attempt to make such 
sale, in the months of August, September, 
and October 1796, for the purpose of com- 
pleting any instalment upon the loan of De- 


ember 1795, which might become due with- 


PARL. PAPERS, 1805.—on the 10h Naval Report. 


[Ixxxvi 


in that period? Ido not recollect any such 
sales tor that purpose, but it is impossible for 
me to state from memory the various and 
large transactions of that house; they will all 
be seen, I have no doubt, in the books and pa- 
ers of the house.—In whose hands are those 
oks and papers? They are in the custody 
of the person or persons appointed by the 
crown, under a writ of extent against the 
house: [ believe they are at present in the 
strong room of the late house of Strange aad 
co., bankers in New Bond-street, who were 
appointed receivers by the crown, with the 
consent and concurrence, I believe, of the 
assignees.—Do you recollect, in point of fact, 
any navy bills, or any bills accepted by the 
East India company, having been sold by the 
house of Boyd and Benfield about the period 
alluded to, in Autumn 1796? I have no parti- 
cular recollection.—Do you recollect any in- 
stance, during the months of August, Septem- 
ber, and October 1796, of any navy bills, or 
bills accepted by the East India company, hav- 
ing been either discounted, or attempted to be 
discounted without success, by the hose of 
Boyd and Benfield? I have no recollection what- 
ever of any such circumstance.—From your 
recollection of the state of the money market 
during those months, and from your recollec- 
tion of the extensive concerns of the house of 
Boyd and Benfield, do you think that had 
any such attempt been made to discount navy 
bills, or bills accepted by the East India com. 
any, in the hands of the house of Boyd and 
Benield, that such discount could have been 
obtained? I presume that such discount could 
have been obtained by the house of Boyd and 
Benfield at that period, with as much facility 
as by any other house of business in the city 
of London; but on recollection, | believe 
that it was early in the year 1796 that the 
bank of England came to a resolution consi- 
derably to narrow their discounts, notwith. 
standing any ideas they might have enter. 
tained of the solidity of the paper offered 
them.—Were there, in the firm of the house 
of Boyd and Benfield, any other partners at 
that time besides Mr. Boyd, Mr. Benfield, 
and yourself? No others.—Did you never 
hear that Mr, M’Dowall was a partner in the 
house? Undoubtedly not; this is the firse 
time [ have heard such an idea _mentioned.— 
Did you neversee the bond which was signed 
by the different partners in the house of Boyd 
and Benfield, giving security tc government 
for the completion of the contract entered, 
into by Mr. Boyd, for the remittance of 
50,000]. to the East Indies on account of 
government, to which bond Mr. M’Dowall’s 


pore and the names of two other gentlemen, 
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appest annexed to that bond, as partners in 
the house of Boyd and Benfield? I, do not 
recollect having signed myself any such 
bond jointly with Mr. M’Dowall.—Who 
kept the cash-book of Boyd and Benfield, or 
the account of cash, receipts, and payments? 
_ Mr. Henry Libotton, a clerk in the house. — 
Under whose direction was the cash account 
kept? Mr. Boyd’s; Mr. Libotton daily ba- 
lanced the cash, and made his reports to Mr. 
Boyd.—Could money be advanced to the 
house, or raised front sources with which you 
were not acquainted ? It might possibly, and 
having no particular charge of the cash- book, 
I did not frequently attend to that department 
of the house.—Was the making provision for 
the payment of the instalments on any parti- 
cular loan to government more particularly 
under Mr. Boyd’s direction, or that of you? 
I have already stated, that the cash affairs of 
the house were more particularly under the 
direction of Mr. Boyd.—Was Mr. Walter 
Boyd the younger in the partnership of Boyd 
and Benfield? He was not; I have heard him 
say, that Mr. Benfield had proposed to him 
to become a partner, but that he had declined 
it. He was, I believe, an acting partner in 
Mr. Boyd’s house at Paris, before the revo- 
lotion.—Have you any knowledge of any 
agreement made by Mr. Benfield, for any 
urchase of any estate in or about Shaftsbury, 
in July 1796? I have no knowledge what- 
ever of Mr. Benfield’s private or separate 
transactions ;. during the whole course of our 
partnership, I seldom had any communica- 
tion with Mr. Benfield on any subject of bu- 
siness whatever.—Do you happen to know 
who was Mr. Benfield’s solicitor at that time? 
Mr. Benfield has-employed at various times 
so many different solicitors, that I do not 
know with certainty who was his solicitor for 
Shaftesbury; but I believe Mr. Lloyd, in 
Bedford-row.—Do you know whether Mr. 


_. Boyd was chosen to serve in parliament at 


the general election in the summer 1796? 
He was.—For what place? For Shafisbury. 
—You have stated, that you had not the 
particular care of the cash in the house of 
Boyd, nor of course of the cash-book; did 
you however, at stated times, or frequently, 
- review the cash-book, and take notice of*the 
state of the cash? Ihave frequently looked 
into the cash-book, and taken notice of the 
state of the cash, butnot at any stated periods, 
_— Were all cash transactions of every descrip- 
tion, regarding the firm, entered in that 
~ book ? I believe they were.—Were all loans 
to and from the house entered there? I be- 
lieve they were—Should you have deemed it 
a deviation from the course of business, if 
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any loan had been made for the benefi¢ 
of the house, and not sgoietly entered 
there? I should certainly have deemed it 
a deyjation from the regular and established 


practice of all merchants.—Do you recollect, 


during the months of August, September, or 
October 1796, any entry of a loan for 
40,0001. from government from lord Mel- 
ville, then Mr. Dundass, from Mr, Long, or 
Anonymous? I do not recollect any such en- 
try, or any such loan, being received at 
the house; but I have no doubt that if asum 
of 40,000]. was received by the house, it 
must appear in the books of the house.—Did. 
Mr Boyd communicate with you fully and 
freely on th@jgoncerns of the house, stating, 
at. all times, such difficulties as may rea. 
sonably be supposed must occur at times 
in the management of all extensive con. 
cerns? Mr. Boyd was daily in the habit of 
communicating with me, or rather, I was in 
the habit of communicating with him cone. 
cerning the affairs of the house ; but whether 
Mr. Boyd communicated fully and freely 
every thing he knew, it was impossible for 
me to say.—Did ‘he tell you at any time, to 
the best of your recollection, during the 
months of August, September, or October 
1796, that unless assistance could be obtained 
from some guarter for the payment of instal. 
ments due to government, a failure was to be 
apprehended? Irecollect that about the month 
of October 1796, the house, generally speake 
ing, was in difiiculties, very large sums bein 
due to it by various correspondents; lon 
do not recollect any particular difficulty with 
respect to any instalments due to government, 
—Could such pressing difficulty, as before 
stated, have arisen without your knowledge ?, 
I do not conceive it possible any particular, 
difficulty could have existed with regard to 
the instalmeat of a loan, because it was at all 
times in the power of the house to have sold 
the script upon which such instalment might 
have been due; it might indeed, in particu- 
lar circumstances, not be convenient to do so, 
on account of the great loss that would be 
sustained.—Do you recollect a situation of 
the house in which their public securities 
would not fetch any price; and, on account 
of such circumstance, a failure was to be 
apprehended during the months mentioned ?. 
Ido not recollect any period, at any time 
whatever, when public securities could not 
be sold at a greater or less discount.—Have. 
you any recollection of the sale, or offer to 
sell, of any public securities or script by that 
house, during the same period? I have no 
doubt that about that period, sales of public 


securities must have been made by the houses 
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but with respect to the particular sums, or se- 
curities sold, I can pa gar to the books of 
- the house, it being impossible for me to state 
such transactions from semory.—Who had 
the custody of the securities, bills, and other 
marketable papers belonging to the house? 
They were kept in a drawer, of which Mr. 
Boyd had a key, and I also had one.—Could 
any quantity of suck paper have been with- 
drawn from such drawer, for any length of 
time, without your knowledge or observation? 
These securities were daily given out, either 
by Mr. Boyd or by myself, as either of us 
happened to be present when they were want- 
ed, for the purposes either of sale, discount, 
or to receive the payment on such as had be- 
come due.—Was there not an account’ kept 
ofthe contents of the drawer? There was no 
particular account kept of the contents of the 
drawer, other than that all remittances and 
securities were usually entered in the bill 
books, and when delivered to the cashier for 
the purposes before stated, it was his duty to 
mark them off in those books; but bills were 
frequently taken ont for the purpose of being 
discounted when discount could not be re- 
ip obtained, or when only temporary 
loans could be had on the security of the bills, 
in which case it is possible no such entry 
may have been made; the bills then ought 
0 have been returned to the drawer.— 

Jo you recollect the absence of any East 
India company bills, or navy bills, from the 
drawer, to the amount of 40,0001, or there- 
abouts, without your knowing for what pur- 
pose they had been used? I do not recollect 
any such circumstance, but I have no doubt 
that if any such transactions took place, they 
would appear in the books of the house.—Did 
_ Mr. Boyd ever inform you he had pledged 
securities to such an amount, for assistance 
to make good an instalment upon loan? I do 
not recollect that he did.—-Have you any 
reason to believe such pledge was ever made 
by the house for such purpose? ‘I have not.— 
In the event of any bills being taken from the 
drawer, and pledged to any pa:ty who lent 
money upon them, such party having receiv- 
ed the payment of these bills when due, and 
discharged the debt due to himself from their 
produce, how would the entry respecting 
such transaction have been made in the books 


of Boyd and co.? I presume that. the person, 


would have been made debtor to cash to the 
account to which the bills or securities refer- 
ted or belonged.—Would not such bills have 
been marked offin the bill-book as liquidated 
or paid? They would, if the cashier did his 
duty, although I had one key of the drawer 
which contained those bilis, Mr, Boyd had 
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complete arid entire confidence in Mr. 
Libotton, and I delivered any securities to 
him thaf the drawer contained without hesi- 
tation, and without taking any note whatever 
of the bills so given outs) The confidence of 
Mr Benfield in Mt. Libotton was, if possible, 
still moré entire ; he proposed about the lat- 
ter end of the year 1796, or the begionin 
of the year 1797, that Mr. Libotton shoul 
become a partner in the house, to which I 
objected; and of course it did not take place 
—Were bills and securities to the amount of 
41,0001. so marked off on or about the month 
of October 1796; or was an entry made of 
the nature you have described in a former an- 
swer? I have already stated, that I have no 
particular recollection of the bills which ap- 
pear to be alluded to in that question; but I 
have no doubt, that if such bills were ia 
possession of the house, or had been either 
sold or discounted by the house, they will 
appear to have been marked off in the bill- 
book.—Do you think that bills accepted by 
the East India company, some of which had 
twelve and fifteen months to run, and navy 
bills, could have been discounted in the au- 
tumn of 1796? Ido not believe they could 
have been discounted of such Jong dates; but 
if it were legal tosell such bills, Lhavenodoubt 
bnt it might have been practicable to sell them. 
Did Mr. Boyd ever mension to you, that in 
the autumn of 1796, he had conversed with 
lord Melville, or the chancellor of the ex- 
chequer, respecting any assistance to be fur- 
nished to him by government, in lieu of se- 
curities which he was to furnish for that pur- 
pose? Ido not recollect that he did.—Had 
you yourself any conversation of the same 
nature with either of the above-named per- 
sons? Ihad not the honour of being at all 
known either to Mr, Pitt or lord Melville; I ~ 
do not recollect ever having been in Mr. 
Pitt’s presence on any occasion whatever, or 
ever been in lord Melville’s presence since 
the house of Boyd, Benfield, and co. were 
in existence.---You have stated, that you did 
not sign the contract of partnership with Mr. 
Boyd and Benfield; did you not consider, 
that the not having so done, would exempt _ 
you from any of the legal consequences of 
their failure? I believe it would. have ex- 
empted me, had the establishment. been in 
any foreign country ; for instance, in Holland 
or in France, where such limited partnerships 
are not uncommon; but I have been advised 
or informed, that according to the laws of 
this country, any person who is held out to 
the public as a partner, or who secretly par- 
ticipates in the profit, is liable to the credi- 
tois of the house, although, as between our- 
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selves, I considered Twas not liable to any | 
Joss; I thought so at the time, but I consi- 


‘dered the fortune of Mr. Benfield and of Mr. 


Boyd (as represented to me by Mr. Boyd) to 
be such as would place me above all risk.— 
Did you consider yourself as partner at all, 
not having signed the contract of partner- 
ship? I considered myself liable as a partner 
to the public, but not bound by any particu- 


_ Tar stipulation which might have been entered 
into by Mr. Boyd and Mr. Benfield, in their | 


contract .together.—What do you mean by 
stating, that you acted chiefly under the di- 
rection of Mr. Boyd? I mean, that my 
concern in the house being comparatively 
very small, it would not have been becoming 
in me to assume much consequence from it, 
—Did you follow Mr. Boyd’s directions in 
all cases respecting the concerns of the house? 
Generally speaking I certainly did; not, how- 
ever, without expressing my own opinion.— 
Do you believe now that Mr. Boyd commu- 
nicated to you all the money transactions of 
the house? I have no reason to think that 
he withheld from me any knowledge of the 
money transactions in general Then you 
cannot take upon yourself to say, that he did 
communicate to you all the money transac- 
tions of the house? I cannot positively say 
so, and certainly not in all the detail.— You 
have stated, that Mr. Boyd had entire confi- 
dence in Mr. Libotton, the cashier, had 
yn the same degree of confidence in Mr, 

ibotton? I had no reason to doubt his 
honesty, nor have I now, although my opi- 
‘nion in other respects was not altogether so 
partial as that of Mr. Boyd and Mr, Benfield 
appeared to be. - 


The further examination of Fames Drummond, 
esq. taken the.15th of May 1805. 

Is that book in your hand the cash-book 
of August 1798, of Boyd and Benfield? Yes. 
—Can you point out in the books before you, 
the entry of the sum advanced to Mr. Boyd 
of 40,0001. in the year 1796, by lord Mel- 
ville, or Anonymous, which you may con- 
clude to have been such advance upon the 
security of East India company bills and 
other public securities? It appears by an en- 


_ try in the cash-book of gth September 1796, 


that bills to the amount of 11,828]. 118. gd. 
on the East India Company; to the amount 
of 5,0411. 1s. 8d. on the treasury ; a fur- 
ther sum of 11,000]. on the treasury; and 
12,8341. 8s. 2d. on the victualling-office, | 
making together the sum of 40,7041. 18. 7d. 
were delivered to Mr. Boyd to discount, or 
raise money upon them; that Mr. Boyd ac- 
¢ordingly paid to the house on account there- 
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of 30,0001. on the gth day of September 
aforesaid, and a further sum of 10,0001. on 
the following day. I wish to state in expla. 
nation of my evidence on a former day, that 
in the first part of my examination, my mind 
bore upon an earlier period than I now per. | 
ceive the question applies to. I was asked 
concerning the loan contracted for in De. 
cember 1795: my answer referred to the 
preceding loan for the service of the year 
1795» in which the Imperial loan of 
4,600,000l. was included ; the loan contract. 
ed for in November or December 1795; CON 
sisted only of 18,000,000. and did not in. 
clude any loan to the emperor. About the 
1sthof April following, a further loan ‘of 
seven millions and a half was raised for the 
service of the year 1796; this first erroneous 
impression ran through other parts of my evi- 
dence. Ido not recollect any difficulty was 
experienced in money transactions during the 
year 1795, but it isa fact generally known, 
that great inconveniences were sustained from 
what is usually’ termed a scarcity of money 
early in the spring of 1796; and from the time 
that the bank of England came to the resolu- 
tion of narrowing their discounts, that incon- 
venience continued to increase until the latier 
end of February 1797, when an order of 
council was made for suspending the issue of 
cash by the bank; in consequence of this 
general depreciation of credit, the loan of 
April 1796 was, in less than six weeks, three . 
and an half per cent. discount; by the end of 
July, at seven and three quatters percent. dis 
count ; and at the end of September, 13 per 
cent. discount; the other funds fell in pro- 
portion; it was nevertheless always possible 
to sell funded property, scrip, &c. at a 
greater or less discount; but the best mer- 
cantile securities, bills of exchange of un- 
doubted credit and solidity, and even the ac- 
ceptances of government, and the East India 
company, when at long dates, became in a 
great degree unavailable, that is to say, they 
could not be discounted at legal interest. That 
these general distresses bore with severe pres- 
sure on the house of Boyd, Benfield, and 
ntog & I never meant to deny ; it was the 
more felt by them at that time, as their tran. 
sactions were then of considerable magnitude, 
having large payments and remittances to 
make on account of the emperor, in addition 
to all the other concerns of their establish- 
ment. In answer to some of the questions, 
I have stated that I was in the constant habit. 


of communicating with Mr. Boyd concerning 


the affairs of the house, but that I could not 
be certain whether upon all occasions, his 


t 


Communications to me were unreserved, 
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saying so, 1 was very far from meaning to in- 
sinuate any thing to the disadvantage of Mr, 
Boyd, for whose character and abilities I al- 
ways did, and still do, entertain the highest 
opinion; only meant to say, that our situa- 
tions were very different in many respects, 
mine was that of an acting laborious partner 
in the executive business of the house, and 
particularly in the correspondence depart- 
ment; it was my duty to follow his instruc- 
tions, and to inform him of every thing that 
occurred ; he, on the contrary, wzs frequently 

aced in situations which might have ren- 
dered a full and free communication with me 
on every point very improper. I recollect 


particularly, that early in the month of June 


1796, the Baron de Muller arrived from Vi- 
enna on a special mission from the direction 
of his Imperial majesty’s finances, and that 
Mr.Boyd was confidentially employed by him 
and count Straremberg in negociating some 
plan of further pecuniary supplies to the em- 
peror with his majesty’s cabinet ministers. In 
consequence of those negociations, the house 
of Boyd, Benfield, and co. were instructed 
to facilitate the means of further supplies to 
the emperor, and sent a person to Hamburgh 
about the latter end of July 1796 for that ex- 

ress purpose, with unlimited credit upon the 

ouse. Mr. Boyd only communicated to me, 
on this and other similar occasions, as much 
as it was necessary I should know, for the 
purpose of carrying the resolutions into exe- 
cution.—Do you find any entry of payment 
On instalments on the loan, corresponding to 
the entry of the receipt above stated of 
40,0001? I do not find any entry exacily 
correspondent to that particular sum; but 
many entries of large sums, on account of the 
direction of the finances at Vienna, particu- 
larly one sum on the 31st of October 1796, 
of 186,340]. 138. 1d.—In the form of en- 


- tries of bills, and other securities turned into 


money, on account of the house ef Boyd and 
0. is any notice taken on the face of the 
cash-book, of the names of the parties by 
whom such bills or securities had been dis- 


counted? Not generally.—In the case of 
bills issued to Mr. Boyd personally to be so 


converted, would such entry occur? Mr, 


_ Boyd’s account would be made debior for any 


securities delivered to him by the house, and 
would be made creditor for the sums of mo- 
ney received from him on account of such 
secutities; but the name of the person or 
persons from whom he had received the mo- 
ney would not be “mentioned.—Would Mr. 
Boyd, on receipt of the advances of 40,0001. 
from Mr, i a deposit of bills, make 
any entry of Mr, Long’s name in the cash- 
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year 1796? I cannot state from memory any 
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book of the house?’ Most probably not, such 
entry being unnecessary for the information 
of the house.—Can you state generally, what 
proportion of the loan of seven millioas and 
an half, contracted for in April 1796, was 
held by the house of Boyd and co. either on 
their own account, or that of others for whom 
they acted as agents? I cannot from me- 
mory state, but I find in the ledger, that a 
first payment was made to the bank by the 
house of Boyd, Benfield, and co. on the 26th 
April 1796, of 238,gool. upon the sum of 
2,389,000. of that loan.—Does the sum in 
question include the payments on account of 
parties for whom the house acted as agents, 
as well as on behalf of the house itself? Ic 
does.—Can you state generally, what propor- 
tion of the loan of 18,000,000l. contracted. 
for in December 1795, was retained by the 
house of Boyd and co. on their own behalf, 
or others for whom they acted as agents? I 
cannot; the first payment on that loan took 
place, I believe, in December 1795; the 
ledger now before me commences in January 
1796; but it appears that a second payment 
was made upon that loan on the 22d of Ja- 
nuary, amounting to 12,559]. 18s.—Did the - 
proportion of the loans of December 1795 
and April 1796, retained by the house of 
Boyd and co. form a material proportion of 
the general transactions of the house at the 
period in question? It formed a large pro- 
portion, but there were at that time affairs of 
much more considerable magnitude than 
merely their amount in the share in the loan; 
it appears that in the. year 1796, the house 
paid, or remitted to the direction of his Im- 
perial and royal majesty’s finances at Vienna, 
asum amounting to 4,609.5061, gs.—What . 
was the highest discount on the Joan of seven 
millions and an half, at any period in the 


higher discount than that of thirteen per cent. 
actually incurred by the house, by a transac- 
tion stated in their books, but it may have 
been at a higher discount.—-Do you recollect 
how many instalments of the loan of Decem- 
ber 1795 were due in September 1796? I 
have no means of knowing it. 
Lhe further examination of Fames Drummond, 
esq. taken the 17th of May 1805. 
Se<tivens in a copy of the eutry of oth and 
roth September 1796, from the bobks of the 
house of Boyd and Benfield, which was read] 
—Was there any instalment payable on the 
loan of seven millions and an half in the monch 
of September 1796, and on what day? I be. 
lieve that an instalment of 15 per cent. be- 
came due on the loan of seven millions and a 


half, either on the gth or 1th day of Sep- 
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tember, and that a further instalment of | 


_Ig§ per cent. on the preceding loan of 


38,000,000]. became due on the 23d day 
of the same month.—Do you know which 
instalment on the loan of seven millions and 
an half it was that became due on the gth or 


1th of September? I do not recollect which 
it was, my information upon the subject be- |. 


ing derived merely from a pamphlet which I 
saw yesterday evening.—Do not you know, 
Phat on the Joan of seven millions and an half, 
with regard to some of the instalments, the’ 
bank had engaged to make the payments? I 
do not recollect whether the bank had upon 
that particular occasion or not: I wish to 


3 _add, that on the first day of my examination, 


I came here ‘altogether unacquainted upon 


what subject I was to be examined, and could | 


not collect from the questions that were 
put to me, what the particular transaction 
was that was alluded to; it appears to have 
been‘a transaction that took plate at the dis- 
tance of nine years, and although of some 
considerable magnitude, it was not so, com-, 
paratively speaking, with the daily transac- 
tions of the house of Boyd and Benfield; and 
since I retired from the partnership on the 
31st December 1798, 1 have had no access 
to the books and papers of the house, which 
might have otherwise furoished me the means 
of tarnishing more distinct information to 
the committee upon the subjects upon which 
J was questioned ; if therefore any contradic- 
tion or confusion may have appeared in my 


_ answers, I trust the committee will not im- 


pute it to any premeditated wish of withhold- 
ing information. 
Lhe examination of Tuomas 
taken the 13th of May 1805. : 
Do you know whether Mr, Benficld bought 
an estate at Shaftesbury in the year 1796?. 
There was an estate that belonged to Mr. 
Briant put up to sale by Mr. Christie, and I 
think some weeks before the general election 
in 1796; it was purchased by Mr. Mills, and 
to the best of my recollection, the deposit 
money paid was about 2,000l. paid by Mr. 
Mills... At the general election Mr. Mills 
and Mr. Dawson stood in opposition to. Mr. 
Benfield, and finding that the estate they had 
purchased was not equal to the representation 
made by Mr. Christie, and they having not 
succeeded in their election, Mr. Mills was 
desirous of getting rid of his contract, and 
Mr. Benfield agreed to stand in his place as to 
the purchase. The assignment of the con-. 
tract was’ prepared by me, and executed at 
my house; and at the time of executing the 
contract the deposit paid by Mr. Mills was 


Fepaid by Mr, Benfield by draft on his own 
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house.——When was the purchase money paid? 
It was never paid by Mr. Benfield.—Was it. 
evet paid by his partner Mr. Boyd? 
Was ever more than the deposit money ever 
actually paid upon this transaction? No, — 
The examination of Osporn STANDERT, 
esq. taken the 15th of May 1805. 
Have at any time to your knowledge, navy 
bills properly accepted, and presented for 
payment when due, been refused for want of 
effects in the treasurer’s hands to pay them, 
or for any other cause? Certainly not to my 
knowledge.—Have you ever known an as. 
signment of navy bill or bills delayed for 
want of effects in the hands of the treasurer _ 
of the navy, or for any other cause? No. 
The examination of lord GLENBERVIE, the 
late right bon. Sylvester Douglas, taken the 
16th of May 1805. 

. Were you a lord of the treasury in May 
1800? I was,—Your name appears as hay- 
ing been present at a board of treasury held ° 
on the 2gth of May 1800, to which board 
was submitted a statement of the case of Mr, 
Adam Jellicoe; have you any recollection of 
what passed at that board relative to ay 
case? [have no recollection of what pa 
at that board, nor indeed, in having been 
present at it,—Were you in the habit of | 
keeping minutes or memorandums of the 
transactions of the treasury boards at which 
you assisted, whilst you were a lord of the 
treasury? No.—Have you any recollection 
of any transactions relative to the case of Mr, 
Adam Jellicoe, or of any reference to any 
board of treasury at which you assisted dur. 
ing the time you were a lord of the treasury, 
relative to that case; or have you any know- 
ledge or information of any sort relative to 
that case? Ihave no recollection of any 
transaction relative to that case, of any refer- 
ence to the board ; nor have I any knowledge 
or information of any sort, except what I 
may have collected from a very cursory and 
slight perusal of what is stated in the tenth 
report relative to that matter; and instead. of 
having any recollection relative to what may 
have passed at, or been referred to, the board. 
of treasury, relative to that business, my firm. 
persuasion is, as far as my recollection can 
carry me, that I never had any knowledge of 
any sort regarding the transaction, or any 
thing that can bear in relation to it; Ido not 
believe I ever heard the name of Jellicoe, or. 
any ‘thing respecting him, in any way, till 
about the time of the tenth report being pre- 
sented to the house, or printed.—How long. 
were you a lord of the treasury? From the, 

4 of February 1797 towards the end of 
1800,—Whilst in office, did you regularly’ 
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attend the treasury boards? Certainly not. 
—Did you frequently attend them? I think 
not, till about thetime of that minute, and 
gome time before; I had’ more regularly at- 
tended the first year or two that I was commis- 
sioner of the treasury.—Were you long in the 
Habit of consulting the minute book of the 
board, to see what business might have been 
transacted in your absence? No. 
The examination of the right hon. Grorct 
Rose; taken the 16th May 1805. 
Were you secretary to the treasury in. the 
r1800? I was.—Do you recollect hav- 
ng submitted to the board a statement of the 
¢ase of Mr. Adam Jellicoe, on the 2gth of 
May 1800? I perfectly recollect the state- 
ment, and by reference to the minutes, I find 
it was on the 29th of May.—To what minute 
did you refer for that information ?—To one 
printed in the tenth report, which I take for 
granted is accurate.—How are the minutes 
of the treasury board kept? In books, as I 
apprehend all other minutes are kept.—Do 
you recollect who were the lords present that 
day? Ihave no recollection, without refer- 
ence to the minutes. I have no doubt Mr. 
Pitt was present, because business of that im- 
portance could not be decided in his absence. 
—How many members constitute a board of 


- treasury? Three.—Is it usual, or does it 


ever happen, that the names of lords of the 
treasury, who are not present, are entered on 
the minute book as being present? It is not 
usual, bat I will not say it may not have 
happened when lords may have previously 
perused, and approved of the matter to be de- 
cided on. It may have happened on other 
occasions, but it is not the common practice 
of the.treasury. When I say the lords may 
have previously perused and approved it, I 
mean to confine it to the first lord; it was the 
ractice, in many cases, to submit papers of 
Importance to the deliberative and attentive 
consideration of the first lord, before they 
were brought to the board; and, in many 
cases, to circulate such papers to the junior 
lords previously.—Did it ever happen that 
papers were circulated for the signature of 
the junior lords, when such lords had not 
been present at the deliberations upon the 


- matters to which such papers referred? I 


have no doubt bot it very often did.—Was 
it your business, as secretary to the treasury, 
to investigate the truth of the statements sub- 
mitted by you to the board on the 2gth of 
May 1800, and to verify the account therein 
contained? I have felt it my duty upon all 
occasions, when I was at the board, respect- 
ing matters of importance, to inform myself 
VoL. Vi— Appendix. 
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as accurately as I could of ther, for the in- 
formation of the board, when the business 
was under deliberation ; I have no doubt but 
I did so on the subject of Mr. Dundas’s 
statement on the 29th May, but I certainly 
have no recollection of what passed particu- 
larly, although Thad of the general impres- 
sion in my mind, that it was a case well en- 
tiled to relief.—Did you keep anv private 
memorandums of those cases into which you 
enguired, for the information of the board ? 
Frequently rough memorandums, but never 
after the minutes were made; I had no writ- ~ 
ten information but what appeared upon the ~ 
face of the paper.—Have you any recollec- 
tion of the person or persons with whom you 
may have conversed or communicated in or- 
der to satisfy your mind of the truth of the 
statements contained in the memorial? I 
certainly have no accurate recollection of the 
persons with whom I communicated on the 
subject, but I think I had with Mr. White,’ 
the solicitor of the treasury; it.is now five 


years ago; the impression on my mind was, 


that every possible means had been used for 
the securing to the public the money due by 
Mr. Jellicoe to the treasurer of the navy, as 
far as respected the issuing the writs of ex. 
tent against him and Mr. Cort, which, I 
conceived, tied up all the effects from private 
creditors. Although I had no legal respon- 
sibility in the determination of the treasury, 
I certainly thought in this ‘case the treasury 
had hardly achoice in giving relief: I should 
have entertained the same opinion in the case - 
of the bitterest personal or political enemy I 
have in the world; and I am perfectly per- 
suaded, as far as my opinion goes, no favour 
was intended in that determination, but it 
was considered as an act of strict justice.— 
Had you any private conversation that you 
recollect, or communication with Mr. Pitt 
on the subject? Respecting that 1 can say 
nothing precise now, but I entertain no doubt 
but that my lord Melville’s paper was suha 
mitted to him before it was decided at the 
board, as most important papers were. — 
From whom does the solicitor of the trea+ - 
sury, or through what channel, receive in+ 

structions to ‘proceed on the part of the pub- 

lic? Through the secretary.—Were you in- 

structed to order the solicitor of the treasury 

to use due diligence for the recovery of the re= 

maining debt due from the estate of Mr. 
Adam Jellicoe, subsequent to the 29th cf 
May 1800? I have no recollection of any; 
1 should have thought, indeed, the proceed- 

ings under the extent would have gone on as 

matters of course; I should have thought, ine 
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deed, if any directions had been necessary, 
they might have been given from the treasurer 
of the navy.—After the writ of privy seal 
had been issued for acquitting lord Melville 
of Mr, Jellicoe’s deficiency, did it not be- 
come the duty of the treasury to order all 
possible steps to be taken for the recovery of 
such debt, in consequence of that writ, due 
to the public, and to see that such proceed- 
ings as might have been previously instituted 
were in due form, and then carrying on? I 
verily believe the treasury thought no further 
steps necessary, the extents having been pre- 
viously issued, as I have already said; 1 am 
perfectly sure no favour was intended to-any 
of the parties by such directions not having 
been given; nor am I aware of any person 
being benefited by such proceedings not hav- 
ing been had.—Did you ask Mr. White, or 
do you think, you at the time knew what 
_ was the exact state of the proceedings under 
the extent? I have no recollection of any 
particulars that passed in conversation on the 
subject whatever, nor am I sure Mr. White 


was the person I conversed with.—How long 


did you continue secretary to the treasury ? 
Until aboat March 1801.—Did you ever 
make subsequent enquiry as to the state of 
the proceedings under the extent, or ever 
know officially what progress might have been 
made towards the reduction of the debt due 
from the estate of Mr. Adam Jellicoe? No, 
I do not believe I ever did.—Who drew the 
writ of privy seal? I imagine the clerk, 
whose orderly duty it is-—Was it submitted 
' to the law sae of the crown for their opi- 
nion as to its legality? I do not know.— 
Are such writs of acquittance to public debtors 
frequent? I do not think they are; lam 
not prepared to answer that; the auditors of 
public accounts are more qualified to answer 
that question than I am.—Are such writs of 
acquittance submitted to the auditors of pub. 
dic accounts, previous to their being sealed ? 
In,instances where the treasury think them- 
selves incompetent to decide on the merits of 
the case, and in instances were allowances 
are claimed, they are submitted to the audi- 
tors of public accounts, or comptrollers of 
army accounts, and occasionally to other 
boards.—Was the writ in ‘question ever sub- 
mitted to the auditors of public accounts, 
either before or after its being sealed? No, 
I believe it was not thought necessary ; the 
circumstances probably appeared sufficiently 
clear upon the face of the transaction to the 
board, not to render it necessary to make any 
references Where are writs of this descrip- 
tion registered or kept? I imagine they are 
segistered at the privy seal office, . 
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The examination of Waite, eg, 
taken the 16th of May 1805. 

It appears by your evidence before the 
commissioners of ‘naval enquiry, that you 
were employed by the treasurer of the navy 
to recover a debt due to him from the estate 
of Adam Jellicoe, at what time did you re. 
ceive your instructions to proceed in that 
business? On or about the 28th of August 
1789 ; I was employed by Mr. Trotter. 
You stated, that you debited the treasurer of 
the navy in your books for the expences at- 
tending that business ; did you consider him 
as your private debtor for such expences, or 
did you debit him in virtue of his office, and 
as for a transaction. belonging to the public? 
I considered myself as employed by him in 
the capacity of treasurer of the navy, and 
that I was at liberty to deduct the ex 
out of the money I recovered, which I did, 
—Did os then consider it asa public trans. 
action? I did,—By your evidence before 
the commissioners of naval enquiry, it ap. 

rs that you had not proceeded in such 
cones since the year 1792 or 1793, what 
has been the reason of your not proceeding 
since that period? I received no directions 
to proceed, and I did not conceive that there 
was any of Mr. Jellicoe’s property that could 
be recovered ; and I beg to add, that there - 
were some patents respecting the making of 
iron in a particular way, for the purchase of 
which many offers had been made, but I 
never could get any person finally to agree as 
a purchaser.—Were all the proceeds usually 
had under writs of extent or under writs of 
diem clausit extremum, put in force by you 
against the heirs or executors of Mr. Adam 
Jéllico ; and was every part of his property 
taken possession of on the part of the crowa 
in the way usual under such writs? 1 think 
they were whenever there was a probability 
of getting any thing by virtue of such pro- 
cess.—Did you take upon you to judge of 
such probability, or did you state the case 
to, and take the judgment of any other per- 
son? Icertainly did not judge entirely mye 
selt; I had many conversations with Mr, 
Trotter upon the subject, and from thence, 
and my own judgment, I formed my opi- 
nion.—Had you ever any communication of 
any sort with Lord Melville on the subject ? 
I think I never had.—Is it usual with you, 
after having received instructions to proceed 
on the part of the public, to stop such pro- 
ceedings without special order, and for want 
of special directions, to continue process from 
time totime? Certainly not, as solicitor of 
the treasury, or to the auditors, or to other 
boards.—How came you then to stop pro» 
ceedings in the case a Jellicoe, withvut such 
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jal order? Because I conceived the em- 
ployment different ; I conceived that I was 
applied to because the solicitor of the admi- 
ralty happened to be absent, and that it was 
no part of my public duty to go on without 
directions, —Were you satisfied at the time 

eedings ceased in the year 1792 or 1793; 
that every possible exertion had been made 
for the recovery of the debt due from the es- 
tatecf Mr. Adam Jellicoe, and thatevery thing 
had, in point of fact, been recovered which 
could be expected from that estate? I was 
satisfied that every thing that had come to 
my knowledge ad been got that could be 
got.—Have proceedings in that business ever 
been resumed ? 1 donot recollect they have. 
—Have all the papers and instructions on 
that case been lefe in your office, or have you 
been directed at any time to transfer them to 
the office of the solicitor of the admiralty ? 
They have been left in my office.—Under 
the original instructions you received, did 
you consider it your duty to proceed with- 
out further orders, whilst there were any vi- 
sible effects on which you could hope to re- 
cover any further sums for the discharge of 
the balances due from Mr. Jellicoe’s estate 
to the public? 1 did.—Should you have 
waited, in case you thought any such steps 
could be effectual, for fresh instructions? 
Certainly not.—Had fresh instructions been 
given, is it your opinion that you could have 
recovered further against Mr. Jellicoe’s es- 
tate? I think not.—Did you ever receive 
from any person, or public board, any order 
or authority to stay proceedings against Mr. 
Jellicoe’s estate? Never.—It is stated in the 
evidence giver. by Mr. Samuel Jellicoe, that 
he paid to Mr. Trotter z00l. on the 23d. of 
September 17913; 1,750]. on the 2ist of 
May 1800; that he also paid him on the 
23d September 1791, 15o0l.; and on the 
21st May 1800, 875], for ten years and a 
quarter's rent at 1001. per annum of a wharf 
and warehouse at Gosport, part of the estate 
of his late father ; did Mr, Trotter give you 
an account of the receipt of each of those 
sums? No,—Did you know of the existence 
of the wharf and warehouse at Gosport, as 
part of the estate of Adam Jellicoe? Ido 
not recollect whether this wharf and ware- 
house is in the inquisition or not that was is- 
sued upon the extent; if it was found I must 


~ have known it.—Can you refer to the inqui- 


sition, and ascertain that fact? I can,—Be 
todo so? I will.—Ir is stated by 

r. Samuel Jellicoe in his evidence, that by 
agreement with the paymaster of-the navy, 
he was to pay a debt of 4,o00l. due from 
him to his father at the time of his father’s 


decease, by instalments of 200). per annum, 
and that he had paid eo a the sum of 

2,050l, up to the 31st of March 1800; have 

you received on the part of the public, or 

on account of Lord Melville, or Mr, ‘Trot- - 
ter, any further instalment since that date in 

discharge of the balance of that debt? I 

have received nei:her those instalments, nor 

any,—Are you aware that a writ of privy 

seal was issued on the 31st of May 1800, for 

acquitting Lord Melville of Mr. Jellicoe’s 

deficiency ? I have heard so, but have no 

knowledge of it.—-Have you received, subs 

sequent to the zgth of May 1800, any di- 

rection from Mr. Trotter or Lord Melville, 

from the board of treusury, or from any 

other office or person, any direction to re- 

ceive such further instalments in discharge 

of the balance of that debt? I never have.- . 
—Did you consider the instructions, under 
which you originally acted, as superseded 
by the writ of privy seal for acquitting Lord 
Melville of Mr. Jellicoe’s deficiency? No. 
—Could you suppose proceedings could have 
been carried on against Mr. Je‘licoe’s estate 
by any other protcssional person, whilst all 
the papers with reference to proceedings al- 
ready had under the extent remained in your 
hands? Certainly not,—Were the original 
instructions for the proceedings against Jel- 
licoe’s effects such as were usually given in 
cases of the like nature? The very mo- 
ment that I had the instruction to issue the 
extent, I thought it my duty to recover every 
thing that could be got from the estate of 
Mr, Jellicoe, and that they were the usual 
instructions given on similar occasions.— 
Did the issue of the writ of privy seal pre. 
vent your proceeding in the manner which 
you should have done if no such writ 
of privy seal had been issued? Certainly 
not.—Was it explained to ycu, when the 
instructions were first -given to you, that 
you was employed in this business, be- 
cause the solicitor of the admiralty was ab- 
sent? I believe it was.—Did you unders 
stand, that having once began the business, 
the whole of it was to be letc to you, or had 
you reason to expect that the conduct of it 
would have been transferred to the solicitor 
of the admiralty when he returned to Lon- 
don? I thought thar it would have been lett 
to Mr. Chamberlain and myself as long as 
we could go on with it.—Do you recollect 
how soon after the death of Mr. Jellicoe, 
any reference was had to the books of Mr, 
Coutts, his banker, in order to ascertain 
whether there was in that house any sum of 
money the property of Mr, Jellico? I da 
not. 
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The further examination of Foseph White, es9. 
taken the 22d of May 1805. . 

When did you first know of the writ of 
privy seal having issued? I think not until 
the enquiry before the naval commissioners 
took place.—You state that you had sufii- 
cient insiructions to proceed, but in- the 
former part of yourevidence, that you waited 
for special orders ;. from whom did you ex- 
pect to receive such orders; From Mr. 
‘Trotter.—Did you understand that he had 
taken upon himself to examine into the state 
of the property shat was recoverable? Yes, 


did understand he had, and had employed 


ople for the purpose.—Was that your rea- 
son for not proceeding without his direction? 
I cannot say that it was.—Did you make any 
agceem@nt with Mr. Samuel Jellicoe for the 
payment of 4,ccol. by instalments? No, I 
did not.—Did you consider yourself charged 
with the duties of receiver with respect to 
the items of Mr. Jellicoe’s estate, or only 
charged with conducting the law proceed- 
ings with respect to the same ? Only charged 
with conducting the law proceedings ; I did 
receive money, but I paid it over as soon as I 


- had received it —Did you consider it your 


Guty to see that the annual payments arising 
from the estate were regularly discharged ? 
No.—In whose hands did you conceive that 
duty rested? Mr. Trotter’s.—Why did not 
the sale of the freehold at-Gosport take 


_ place, and why was the sent of 100l. a year 


referred to the actual sale of the premises ? 

t was because I received no special direc- 
ticns for the purpose ; and I beg leave to add, 
that such an order may now be obtained, 
and the rents be recovered, 


The examination of 


esg. taken the of May 1805. 

am.—Do you in the common course of busi- 
dess manage all legal transactions respecting 
public money on the part of the admiralty, 
the.navy pay-office, and the different boards 
attached thereto? -I do.—Had you at any 
time any instruetions relative to a writ of 
extent, and a writ of diem clausit extremum, 
issued against Mr. Adam Jellico, sometime 
deputy paymaster of the navy, on the part 
of the treasurer of the navy, or his paymas- 
ter? I believe that transaction toak place 
prior to my being appointed solicitor to the 
admiralty. I was appointed on the 1st of 
March 1796.—Who preceded you as solici- 
tor of the admiralty? Mr. Dyson.—Is ‘he 
als No; he resides at’ Margate.—Did 

r. Dyson deliver to you, upon your. ap- 
pointment as solicitor to the admiralty, all 
the papers and other documents relative to 


proceedings instituted by order of any of the 
public boards with which he was connected, 
and then pending, touching public money ? 
I believe he did.—-Is there in your office any 
trace of any proceedings against Mr. Adam — 
Jellicoe or his representatives? I believe 
there is not.—Since your appointment, hag 
any business of that nature been conducted 
by any person other than yourself, when such 
business originated in any of the boards for 
which you are concerned as solicitor? I be. 
lieve not. Do you know of any of the pro. 
ceedings against Mr. Jellicoe? No. ' 
The examination of Cuarres Innis, 
taken the 17th of May, 1805. ve 
What is your situation in Scotland? Wri- 
ter to the signet.—-What are the duties of 
that situation? Tact as solicitor, attorney, 
and conveyancer.—Is it usual, in settlin 
accounts between parties in Scotland, mu. 
tually to deliver up or destroy the vouchers 
or documents upon which such settlement 
takes place? It is usual mutually to deliver 
up the vouchers, but not to destroy.—Is it 
usual in any release that takes plice between, 
the pariies upon such settlement, to refer 
in the body of the release, td the vouchers 
so delivered up or destroyed. The release 
generally hears, that the vouchers have beeg 
mutually delivered up, but nothing said 
about destroying.—Have you seen a clause 
of the nature of that contained in the release 
now in your hand? I have seen a clause 
bearing that the vouchers have been mutually 
delivered up, but I never saw one by which 
it was agreed mutually to cancel and destroy 
the vouchers.x—For what legal purpose is 
reference in releases introduced to.the vouch- 
ers having been mutually delivered up? I 
believe it is more owing to the anxiety of 
parties than necessary in itself.—Is it to make 
the release supersede in point of legal effect 
all preceding instruments? I should think 
so.—Supposing a release to be executed be- 
tween parties at the time remote from each 
other, is it unusual, according to the prac- 
tice of Scotland, to covenant that that shou 
be done by the parties, namely, that all 
vouchers should be delivered up or destroyed 
which is referred to in releases as actually 
done by parties settling accounts on the spot 
together? In the case put, there is generally 
an obligation inserted in the release or dis 
charge, obliging the parties afterwards mu- 
tually to deliver up the vouchers.—Under 
the term vouchers, do you mean to compre- 
hend account books kept by the parties? I 
do not.—Did you ever know an instance 
where, upon the settlement of accounts be- 
tween parties, account books have been deli« 
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yered up or destroyed by agreement specified? 
ITnever did.—-Did you ever know an in- 
stance where an agent for several parties hav- 
ing kept the accounts of all those parties in 


one general book, upon the settlement of his 


account with one of his principals, had ei- 
ther delivered up such general account book 
to that one principal, or by agreement with 
that one principal, had destroyed it? I ne. 
yer did.—You say you have seen a clause 
inserted in a release or releases, drawn ac- 
cording to the Scotch form, in which it is 
agreed to deliver up vouchers on both sides; 
in the course of your business do you usually 
draw them with such clauses? I generally 
do.—Would not a release be to ail intents 
and purposes as binding upon the parties 
without such clause, and would not such re- 
lease con:inue to be binding, supposing the 
existence of all the vouchers for the accounts 
to which such release referred? I think it 
would.—Is the release in your hand in the 
Scotch form? It appears to me to be partly 
in the English and partly in the Scotch form. 
The further examination of Charles Inuis, esq. 
taken the 20th of May 1805. 
[Delivers in a letter. |——In your letter, you 
have stated that you wished to add to your 
evidence, given before this committee, 
to the words ‘* I never did” (May 17) 
recollec- 
tion, I have known some instancestiof a fac- 
tor or steward delivering up his account 
books to his employer ;” do you mean there- 
by to state that you have known account 
books kept by an agent, with several em- 
ployers, to have been delivered up to any 
one of his employers, on the settlement of 
his account with such employer? I do not, 
The examination of Py- 
BUS, esg. taken the 17th of May 1805. 
Were you a lord of the treasury in the 
month of May 1800? I was.—Do you re- 
collect to have been present at a board of 
treasury on the 29th of May 1800,-when a 
statement was submitted by Mr. Rose to 
that board of a debt due to the treasurer of 
the navy by Mr, Adam Jellicoe? I do re- 
collect the circumstances relative to the defi- 
ciency of Mr. Jellicoe having come under 
‘the consideration of the board ; the precise 
day on which it did so I cannot so clearly 
recollect; but I take it for granted that a 
copy of the minute, published in the tenth 
report, is accurate as to date.--Who prepares 
the minutes of the treasury board? Some- 
times one of the four senior clerks, if the 
secretaries meres by any accident not to 
be present.—Is ic usual to put down the 


lone who are nor present 


Mr. Pitt’s name, I believe, is often put 
down in his absence.—Do yoa recollect who 
was piesent at the board when Mr, Jellicoe’s 
casé was brought before the lords of the 
treasury? Iso little recollect the circum- 
stances, that the impression upon my mind 
is at this moment a very general one with 
respect either to the time or manner when 
this matter did come before the board at all. 
—Do you recollect any particular directions _ 
having been given by the board for an in- 
vestigation into the truth of the statement 
submitted to the board by Mir. Rose on that 
snbject ? 1 have already said, that my te- 
collection in respect to the transaction was 
a very general one, and I have no recollec- 
tion of such directions having been given 
upon the particular day on which I under- 
stood that this ménute took place. I have 
no doubt but that Mr, Pict was present at 
the board, because it was the day on which 
it appears, by the minutes, that the com- 
missioners of taxes made their annual re- 
pert, when Mr. Pitt invariably atten sed.. 
r. Pitt’s name is, I presume, occasionally 
inserted in the minutes as present, if he hap. 
pens, although not actually in the board 
room, to be in his own house ; so that aoy 
matter of a very special nature, upon which 
the opinion of the first lord of the treasury 
should be considered as indispensable, might 
be immediately referred to him ; but I be. 
lieve it was not customary to insert the names 
of the junior lords if they, were not 
acutually present.—When are the names of 
the lords present put down? They are put 
down as the commencement of the proceed- 
ings of the day, as soon as the board begins 
to sit, and if during the sitting any lord 
should come in, his name is added to the 
rest, which would account for Mr. Smith’s 
name being the last in the minute referred 
to, although that gentleman was senior to 
me in his majesty’s commission.—If a 
ord, whose name is put down at the meet- 
ing of the board, should withdraw before 
the conclusion of it, would it appear on the 
minutes that he had so withdrawn? I fancy 
not. 
The examination of the right hon. JouNSMYTH, 
taken the 17th of May 1805. 
Were you a lord of the treasury ‘in May 
1800? Yes.—Do yow recollect to have been 
present at a board of treasury, held on the 
29th of May in that year, to which Mr, 
Rose submitted a statement of a debt due to 
the treasurer of the navy, from Mr. Adam 
Jellicoe? I do not recollect that I was pre- 
sent on that day, but I see by the tenth re- 


port I was, and I have no doubt of it, 
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Do you recollect any of the circumstances of 
Mr. Jellicoe’s. case, or of the issue of the 
writ of privy seal for acquitting Lord Mel- 
ville of Mr, Jellicoe’s deficiency? Ido not; 
at that time there were annually submitted to 
the treasury. between five and six thousand 
memorials, and other papers, it will not 
therefore appear surprising, at this distance 
of time, that the circumstances of any parti- 
colar transaction should have escaped my re- 
collection. 

‘The examination of Joun Marsu, esq. taken 

the 20th of May 1805. 

Do you recollect, in February, 1797, 
victualling bill for 1,000]. drawn from Mr, 
_ George Desborough, from Martinique, and 


payable to T, Marcarty and co, to be pre-: 


sented by Mr. Barclay at the victualling of- 
fice for payment? I have no other recollec- 
tion of the circumstance than what isfecently 
come to my knowledge.—State_ rhe circum- 
stances? A bill of exchange for 1oool. 
drawn by Mr. George Desborough, was or- 
dered on the 6th of February 1797, to be 
accepted from the time it was lett, and be- 
came due on the 18th of February; on the 
gth of February the victualling board wrote 
for 70,000]. for the payment. of bills of ex- 
change, in which sum the bill in question 
was included; on the 25th of February 
47,0001. was received in pact of the sum ap- 

lied for, and on the same day the above 
bill, with many others, were assigned for 
payment, and immediately ready for deli- 
very; it was delivered. on the 1st of March 
following to Mr. Barclay, who might have 
had it, as I am informed, in time for pay- 
ment, on the 25th of February,: had he ap- 
plied for it, I received this information 
from the accomptant; I knew nothing of 
the transaction myself.—Did the accomptant 
officially report these circumstances for your 
information as a commissioner of the board ? 
As a commissioner of the board, at my de- 
sire; I was not then a member of the board 
at the time the transaction took place.— Have 
you ever known payment delayed, or refu- 
~ sed, on any victualling bill actually assizned 
by the commissioners of the victualling board 


on the treasurer of the navy? No; the 


bills are never, to the best of my recollec- 


tion, assigned till wg know there are mo- 
nies ready in the hands of the treasurer of 
the navy to discharge them.—Have assign- 
ments ever been delayed to your knowledge, 
en account of the want of money in the 
hands of the treasurer of the navy to cover 
such assignments? The account which is 

reparing, in answer to the precept of this 
committee, directed to the victuakling board, 
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1 shew what delay has occasionally occurs 
red, 
The examination of ABRAHAM NewLanp, 
esq. taken the 20th of May, 1805. 
[Delivers in a paper of the dates of loans 
of 1795 and Do you recollect at 
any time to be informed, that lord Melville, 
as treasurer of the navy, kept his cash ata 
edo banking-house instead of the bank? 
certainly knew that the cash, or part of the 
cash, was removed from the bank to Messrs, 
Coutts, but the reason for so duing I really 
cannot tell.—Was it a large part of his cash 
he kept at his private bankers? I really can- 
not tell, but I apprehend at some times it: 
must have been very considerable.x—Can you 
form any opinion as to the amount at any 
particular time? I really cannot.—How 
did the circumstance come to your know. 
ledge? The clerks of the bank frequently 
told me, that at the navy pay cffice they re- 
ceived drafts for the payment of navy bills 
upon the house of Messrs. Coutts and co, 
instead upon the bank.—Did you commu. 
nicate the information you had obtained to 
any body? I have occasionally mensioned 
it to the directors—Do you recollect to 
which of the directors? 1 do not; there 
have been generally several present when i 
have mentioned it.—Do you recollect any 
conversation with Mr. Giles, or Mr. Raikes, 
upon th€ scbject? I do not immediately 
charge my memory with that.—Do you 
know how long the practice had prevailed? 
I do not recollect that; it is a good many 
years back.—Do you remember being called 
into the bank parlour, and asked by Mr, 
Raikes what was your knowledge of this 
practice? I do not recollect that I was, nor 
did I ever hear Mr. Raikes speak on this 
subject till after the tenth report came out: 
I do not remember that he ever did.—Did 
you know that a representation of the sub- 
ject had been made to the chancellor of the’ 
exchequer by Mr. Raikes? Mr. Raikes did 
mention it to me since the tenth report came 
out.—Did you know it before the tenth ree 
port came out?) No.—In your opinion, on 
the oth of September 1796, was any of the . 
securities shewn to you in the paper, securi- 
ties that the bank of England would have 
discounted? I should have supposed that 
the bank would have discounted the bills in 
question, unless some particular circumstance 
had prevented it; they might have been re- 
fused, if the person presenting them had large 
discounts.—Do you think they were securi-. 
ties, that, generally speaking, were discount- 
able in the money market, or on which 
money could have been obtained? 
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Do you recollect the distress in the 03% 
market in the month of September 1796? 


~ do not:—When you say you suppose these 


securities could have raised money in the 
money market, do you speak with reference 
to the particular distress of the times in the 
money market in September 1796? I think 
they are very good securities, and might 
have found credit if they could have found 
a house in cash to discount them; if there 
had been a great pressure, that might have 
been an impediment—Are the discounts of 
the bank carried under your direction? No. 


—Is it a separate department? Yes, 


The examinationof Sir ANDREW SNaPz Ham- 
MOND, bart. ; takex the 24th of May, 1805. 
Have you known any transfer to take place 

of monies from one branch of navy service to 

‘another? I have not, except in one instance. 

State what that instance was? In March 

1797» 80,000]. had been issucd from the 

treasury, which had been intended to be 
ually divided between the navy and the 

victualling eres but the treasurer 
having certified 48,000]. and a fraction to 
the victualling board, and the remainder only 
to the navy board, the latter wrote to the 
victualling board to desire they would trans- 
fer the overplus of the moiety to the pay 

‘branch for seamen’s wages, under the direc- 

tion of the navy board.—Has the treasurer 

of the navy, of his own authority, any power 
of making such transfer? Certainly not; and, 
as a proof of it, ifeither of the departments re- 
quire to have balances which stands.under the 
heads of service under their controul, the same 
is done by a letter from that board. —Was 
the transfer in question made by the victual- 
ling board, upon the application of the navy 
board to correct what they understood had 
been an error in the pay master, in carrying the 
directions and intentions of the treasury into 
execution? Yes it was.—Can you describe 
the manner in which the funds issued to the 
respective naval branches are regulated and 
applied by the commissioners of each branch? 

he paper I now deliver in io the committee 
will shew the various heads of service under 
which the accounts are kept, and whenever 
the boards find the balances under either of 
the heads of service more than they deem 

sufficient for the prospective service, they di- 

rect the treasurer by letter to transfer specific 

sums from one head of service to the other; 
but the treasurer has no authority whatever 
to take from one balance and carry it to an- 
other on his own authority.—Do you mean 
to state that the transfer takes place by order 
of the board from one head of service within 
the same branch to another, or from one 
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branch of naval service to another branch un- 
der different commissioners? I mean only a 
transfer of the heads of service within their 
own department.—Do you conceive that any 
one branch would order a transfer to be made 
to another branch under different commissi- 
oners, except in conformity to what they 
conceive to be the diréctions and iatentions 
of the treasury in the ease of the 4th of | 
March? Ido not.—Look at the transfers 
entered in that book; are they transfers from. 
branch to branch, or are they transfers from 
one head of service to another within the 
same branch? ‘The first is a transfer from 
the victualling branch to the navy pay branch 
of 8,9g5!. which I have already mentioned, 
and isa transfer from one branch to another 
branch, under different commissioners; the 
second on the 6th of March, is a transfer 
from the navy branch to another head within 
the same department; the third is on the 
25th, of 16,000, exactly of the same nature. 
—From the minute-book of what board is 
the extract in your hand acopy? From the 
victualling board.—Did it ever happen dur- 
ing the time that Mr, Trotter was paymastec 
of the navy, that he made an official and pri- 
vate communication to vou, or to any other 
person with your knowledge, and for your 
information, or for the intormation of the 
board over which you preside, of the real 
state of balances as contra-distinguished 
from their apparent state, in order that 
you might thereby regulate your official 
communications? Ic has some times hap- 
pened, when the different offices have had 
memorials at the treasury for sums under dif- 
ferent heads of service within their depart- 
ments, the treasury has issued in exchequer 
bills a certain sum of money to the treasury 
of the navy for naval services; and I have re- 
ceived a note or message from the secretary 
of the treasury to request I would divide 
those sums to the different departments, ac- 
cording to the pressure of their services, or 
the extent of their memorials, I never in any 
one instance had any communication, either 
verbal or by letter, with Mr. Trotter, orany 
body acting under him, to inform me that 
the navy board could not at any. time draw 
out the whole of any balance in his hands un- 
der any head of service.—Have at any time 
directions issued by the navy board to the 
treasurer of the navy, for the issue of certain 
sums of money for the use of that branch, 
been recalled in consequence of any private 
communication from the secretaries of the 
treasury through Mr. Trotter? Not chat £ 
remember.—Have you any recollection of 
having scen a note, bearing date the ‘* 25th 
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of March 1797, treasury chambers,” in the 
following terms: ‘* Mr. Rose presents his 
compliments to Mr, Trotter, and acquaints 
him, that as the exchequer bills are at so high 
a discount, the tee the 200,000. on 
exchequers bills for naval services must be 
withdrawn, of which circumstance Mr. Rose 
desires Mr. Trotter will acquaint sir A. 
Hamond and Mr. Newland to-day;” was 
you ever informed, to the best of your recol- 
lection, of the purport of that note? I have 
no doubt I was at the time, but it was not 
in my recollection when I answered the last 


' question—Do you conceive the effect of that 


note to be to delay an issue from the treasury 
to the treasurer of the navy, upona memorial 
already presented by him, or to contain di- 
rections. to delay payments for naval service 
after funds had -been issued from the treasury 
to the treastirer of the navy? I conceive the 
information. desired to be given to me was 
only for the purpose of being informed that 
some other mode would be taken to supply 
the demands..than by the issue of exchequer 
bills, as had. been at first intended, and which 
I conclude was done by an issue of money 
from the exchequer.—Till such mode was 
adopted, would there have been any funds in 
the hands of the treasurer of the navy out of 
which payments could be made ?. Doubtless 
there were; and they were taken from the 
different heads of service to pay such services 
as were the most pressing within their depart- 
ment.—Did you in any instance make appli- 
cation. for money on account of the navy 
board by. private letter, and was such appli- 
cation complied with?—I have no doubt 
that I may occasionally have informed the 
secretaries of.the treasury of any particular 
service that required issues of money to the 
treasurer of the navy, which had not been 
complied with, but it must have been chiefly 
on account of the paymaster of the marines, 
— Has any money, at any time, been issued 
upon a private communicationonly? Most 
certainly not.—Has any money been issued 
from the treasurer, without an official appli- 
cation being first: made according to the. re- 
gular form of the office? Never to my 
knowledge.— Did you ever make application 
for-money which had not been before appli- 
ed for by public memorial, or unless it was 
to give notice that it would be applied for 
by public memorial? Never.—Has the navy 
board, in any instance, in consequence of 
any private communication with Mr. Trotter, 
or any other person, delayed giving any di- 
tections for any payment, or any assignment, 


_ having at the time a balance standing in the 


books of the treasuret of the navy? Never. 
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—Was there ever any delay of a letter of dj. 
rection to the treasurer of the navy, to’ mes 


morialize the lords of the treasury for the ~ 


issue of any sums of money for the use of the 
navy board, in consequence of any private 
communication with any person? It is 

sible I may have been requested by the secre. 
taries of the treasury to keep down the de. 
mands of the navy as much as possible for a 
certain time, when money was expected to 
come into the treasury, and therefore would 
be more convenient to issue it a few days 
hence than at the present time.—Did you 
ever receive such communication from any 
other person? No.—When money officially 
applied for has not been immediately issued, 
have you been in the habit of informing the 
treasury by private letter of the pressure for 
any particular service, requesting that the 
money for such particular service should be 
first issued or accelerated ?—Frequently, 


APPENDIX. 

Appendix (A.)—Report of conference avith the 

lords, om the subject of permitting lord Mel. 

wille to be examined, 13th May 1805. (See 
Vol. 4. 0. 


Appendix (B.)—Letter from Mr. Drummond — 


to the chairman of the committee; in expla- 

nation of evidence, dated Thursday, 16th 

May, 1805 ° 

Sir,—In order to prevent any misconstruc+ 
tion which may possibly arise from verbal 
inaccuracy in my answers of yesterday, 
I request that the words for account of 
may be understood or inserted in all cases 
where I have mentioned sums of money as 


paid or remitted #o the direction of his Impe- 


rial majesty’s finances at Vienna, Thus, the 
payment of 186,o0ol. aad upwards, made in 
Oct. 1796, was for account of the direction of 
finances at Vienna, but it was made zo the 
bank of England fora dividend and charges 
of management on the impeiral loan.—I also 
wish to state, in’ explanation of a question 
put to me‘on Monday (page Ixxxvi) of my 
examination, that I perfectly recollect having, 


in the month of Feb. 1797, signed a bond - 


jointly with Walter Boyd and Paul Benfield, 
for a sum of 50,0001. undertaken to be paid 
at Madras, in star pagodas, by Walter Boyd, 
jun. but I did not recollect that W. Mae 
Dowall, R. Houston Rae, and A. Houston, 


were also jointly bound as sureties for the 
I have, however, this — 


same transaction. 
morning seen a copy of the bond in question, 
which satisfies me that they were parties to 
the same bond, but by no means as partners 
in the firm of Boyd, Benfield, and co. for 
which there is not the slightest ground of 


exill 


retence; they appear to have signed the 
oa merely as joint sureties to the crown for 
the performance of Walter Boyd, jun.’s en- 
gagement; and I rather suppose that they 
may have executed it at a different time, par- 

ticularly the last mentioned gent. Mr. A. 

Houston, who, I believe, resides in Scotland, 

and with whom I am unacquainted. I have 

the honourto be, &ce. Fas. Drummund. 

_ Appendix (C.)—Letter from Mr. Innis to the 
chairman of the committee, in explanation of 
evidence, dated No. 18, Sufflk-streety zoth 
May, 1805. 

. Sir,—On examining my evidence yester- 
day, and reconsidering the questions, I find 

Ihave not been so accurate or explicit in my 

answers as I wished to have been. I therefore 

hope the commitiee will have the goodness to 
permit me to amend and explain them.—In 
age civ, the words “* but not to destroy,” to 

Be struck out, and these inserted: ‘* and be- 

ing delivered up, it is in the power of both, 

or either of the parties, to preserve or destroy 
them, as they may think fit.”—In the same 
page civ, the words ** but nothing said absut 
destroying,” to be struck out, and these in- 
serted: ** but does not usually bear, to be 
destroyed, for the reason assigned in my an- 
swer to the last question, namel#, that. the 
parties may preserve or cancel the vouchers 
as they think proper.”—In page civ, the an- 
swer, I believe more, to be struck 
out, and the following inserted: ‘I believe 
the reason of introducing the clause, and of 


the vouchers being delivered up, was the an-- 


xiety of parties to guard against all after 
claims and demands that might be made by 
the one against the other, or by their repre- 
sentatives afier their deaths, if the releases 
should be lost or destroyed.”—In page cv, 
after the words ‘* J newer did,” to be added: 
recollection, I have known some 
stances of a factor or steward delivering up 
his accompt books to his employer.”—In 
page cv, the words, ** J think it would,” to 

struck- out, and these inserted: ‘*I do 
not feel myself very competent to answer this 
. OF any similar question involving a point of 
law. I still, however, think it would; but 
if the releases were lost, or destroyed by ac- 
cident, and the vouchers in existence not de- 
livered up, the vouchers might be made the 
foundation of a claim or demand by the party 
disposed to take advantage of the circum- 


stance, or by his representative.” —Lastly, in: 


farther explanation, I wish it to be added : 

** I know it is the practice of some people in 

Scotland to destroy the checks or vouchers of 

the accompt with their bankers, after the ac- 

Compt is settled. I have done so myself,” — 
Vi— Appendix, 
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It will be obliging, if you, will desire the 
clerk to make the above amendments or ex- 
planations, or if the committee will allow. me 
to do it in their presence. I am sorry to give 


you, sir, this trouble, but Iam anxious that — 


the answers which Jiave occurred to me, on 
a more attentive consideration of the ques-- 
tions, should appear on the face of the mi- 
nutes. I have the Sonour to be with very 
great respect, &c. Chas: Innis. 
Appendix (D.}—Lerter from. the commission 
ers of the navy to the chairman, concerning 
bocks and documents respecting bills due, Gee 
dated Navy-office, 14th May, 1805. 
Sir,—In answer to the precept of the hon. 
the committee of the house of commons of yes- 
terday’s date, we have the honour to-state to 
you, for the information of .the committee, 
that there are no books or documents in this 
office which shew that any bills, due at any 
time, have been delayed either to be paid, or 
to be assigned for pay ment from the want of 
money in the hands of the treasurer. -We 
A. 8. Hamod, F. 4. Hartewell, H. Legge. 
Appendix (E.)—Extract from the cash book of 
Boyd, Benfield, and ca. 
Appendix (F.)—Writs of privy seal, from the 
year 1760 to thé present time, for passing and 
auditing of public accounts, and for discharg- 
ing of accountants, dated. Privy Seal Offices: 
18th May 1805. 
His. majesty’s warrant to 


enville 
George the commissioners of 
q the* treasury, cham- 


of the exchequer, and to the auditors of the 
imprest now and’ for thetime being, and 
all other officers of tlie exchequer, to pass 
and audit the accounts of George Grenville, 
esq. treasuter 6f the navy; “of, all sum and’ 
sums of money which he hath received, or 
shall receive, for the service of his majesty’s 
navy royal and marine affairs, notwithstand- 
ing any preceding accounts of former trea- 
surers may not be passed ; and the commis- 
sioners of the navy are to examine the ledger 
hooks of the said accounts, and, if need be, 
to correct the same, and subscribe every page 
thereof which shall be allowed by the audi- 
tors and other officers of his majesty’s exche- 
quer. Dated May 1761. 
A similar warrant for 
ord Barring. Jord Barrington’s ac- 
tom,” Abcounts counts to be passed. 
be passed. Dated 15th July 1762. 
A similar warrant for 


A Lord lord Howe’s accounts 
to. to be parsed. Datéd- 


6 
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A similar warrant for sir 
Gilbert Elliot’s, barr. 
to he passed. accounts to be passed. 


Dated = April 1770. 
‘Similar warrant for 
Welbore Ellis, esq.’s 
accounts to be passed. 
Dated ath July 1777. 
A sithilar warrant for the 
right hon. Isaac Barré’s 
accounts to be passed. 
Dated May 1782. 
A similar warrant for 
Henry Dundas, esq.’s 
accounts to be passed. 
Dated roth Oct. 1782. 
A similar warrant for the 


Welbore Ellis, 
esq. Accounts to | 
be pas:ed, 

The right hon. 
Isaac Barré, Ac. 
Counts to be pass- 
ed. 

Henry Dundas, 
esq. Accounts to 


be passed. 


Right hon. 


Townshend. Ac right hon, Charles 

‘Townshend’s accounts 

to be pass- be paned. 
April 1783. 

Henry Dundas. )4 similar warrant for the 

esq. +6 said Henry Dundas, 


esq.’s accounts to be 
passed. Dated 28th 


Jan. 1784. 
ond majesty’s warrant to 


be passed. 


to be discharged # the commissioners of 
fromacertain the tremdry, chadiber- 
issued to him for lains, and other offi- 
cers of the exchequer, 
now and for the time 
being, to exonerate and discharge William 
Wyndham lord Grenville, his executors, ad- 
ministrators, and assigns, of and from the 
suin of 2,0361. 7s. 6d. part of the sum of 
§,363I. issued to him from the exchequer for 
secret service abroad, but which never came 
to his hands, William Vernon, the person 
usually employed to receive monies at the ex- 
chequer, having abseonded thetewith, Dated 
gist Jan. 1800. 


: His majesty’s warrant to 
the commissioners of 
charge. the: treasury, chancel 


lor, and under tea- 
surer, chamberlains, and other officers and 
ministers of the exchequer, now and for the 
time being, directing and commanding that 
the fight hon. Henry Dundas, treasurer of 
the navy, his executors, administrators, and 
assigns, be exonerated and discharged from 
accounting for the sum of 24,8461. 6s. 64d." 
due from the late Adam Jellicoe to the public, 

Dated May 1800. 

Appendix (G.)—Half-pay to officers of his ma- 
Jesty's navy, paid in the second treasurship of 
lord Melville, New account. 

Appendix (H.)—A list of the dates of the pay- 
ments on the loan uegaciated in Nov, or Dec. 
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‘1795, and of the loan negociated in April 
796. 
i 


dix (I.)—Release between lord Melvilie 

and Mr. Trotter, Feb. 1803. 

To all and sundry to whom these presents _ 
shall come: we the right hon. Henry Baron 
Dunira lord viscount Melville, some time 
treasuter of his majesty’s navy, and Alexan- 
der Trotter, esq. of Dreghorn, paymaster . 
of his majesty’s navy, send greeting. Where. 
as, for several years past, there have been 
sundry accounts, reckonings, and money 
transactions depending between us, the ac- 
count of which have lately been examined, 
adjusted, and agreed upon between us, and 
upon such examination, settlement, and ad- 
justmenr, there remained a balance due from 
the said Alexander Trotter to the aforesaid 
lord viscount Melville, of 1,580]. 11s, 1d. 
sterling money, with which final examina. 
tion, statement, and adjustment, -both par- 
ties declare themselves perfectly satisfied, and 
do hereby approve of and ratify the same: 
and they have either mutually delivered up to 
each other, or resolved and agreed mutually 
to cancel and destroy all the vouchers or. 
other memorandums and writings, that at 
any time heretofore may have existed, passed, 
or bee interchanged between them relative 
to the said accounts, and the different items 
and articles of which the said accounts are, 
composed or consist} and they have further 
resolved and agreed, mutuzily to release and 
discharge each other up to the day of the 
date of these presents, for now and ever: 
therefore, the aforesaid right hon, Henry 
lord viscount Melville, for and in considera- 
tion of what is above mentioned, and also for 
and in consideration of the sum of five shillings 
of lawful money of Great Britain to him ia 
hand well and truly paid by the aforesaid A» 
lexander Trotter, the receipt whereof he doth 
heteby acknowledge; hath, under the reserva- 
tion and saving hereinafter-mentioned, re- 
mised, released, and for ever dischaged, and 
doth by these presents, for himself, his heirs, 
executors, administrators, and successors what- 
soever, remise, release, and for ever dis- 
charge the aforesaid Alexander Trotter, his 
heirs, executors, administrators, and succes- 
sors whatsoever, of and from all and all man- 
ner of action and actions, cause and causes 
of action and actions, swiss, debts, dues, 
sum and sums of money, accounts, reckon+ 
ings, bonds, bills, notes, specialties, coves 
nants, contracts, controversies, agreements, 
promises, variances, damages, judgments, 
extents, executions, claims and demands 
whatsoever, in law and equity, which against 
the said Alexander Trotter he, the said lord, 
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viscount Melville, ever had, now has, or 
which he, his heirs, executors, administra. 
tors, or successors hereafter can, shall, or may 
have, for, upon, or by reason of any matter, 
cause, or thing whatsoever, from the begin- 
ning of the world to the day of the date of 
these presents ; saving nevertheless, and re- 
serving from the above-mentioned release and 
discharge, and the effect thereof, the atore- 
‘said sum of 1,480l, 11s. 14, which the 
aforesaid Alexander Trotter doth hereby ac- 
knowledge to be due and owing from him 
to the said lord viscount Melville, as the ba- 
lance on the aforesaid accounts so settled and 
adjusted between the said lord viscount Mel- 
ville and him the said Alexander Trotter, as 
is above-mentioned: and he the aforesaid 
Alexander Trotter, for and in consideration 
of what is above-mentioned, and also for and 
in consideration of she sum of five shillings 
of lawful money of Great. Britain to him in 
hand well and truly paid by the aforesaid 
Henry lord Viscount Melville, the receipt 
whereof he doth hereby acknowledge, hath 
remised, released, and for ever discharged, 
and by these presents doth for himself, his 
heirs, executors, administrators, and succes- 
ors, remise, release, and for ever discharge 
the aforesaid lord viscount Melville, his heirs, 
executors, administrators, and successors 
whatsoever, of and from all and all manner 
of action and actions, cause and causes of 
action and actions, suits, debts, dues, sum 
and sums of money, accounts, reckonings, 
bonds, bills, notes, specialties, covenants, 
contracts, controversies, agreements, pro- 
mises, variances, damages, judgments, ex- 
tents, executions, claims, and demands what- 
soever, in law and equity, which against the 
said lord viscount Melville, he, the said Alex- 
ander Trotter, ever had, now has, or which 
he, his heirs, executors, administrators, or 
successors, hereafter can, shall, or may have, 
for, upon, or by reason of any matter, cause, 
or thing whatsoever, from the beginning of 
the world to the day of the date of these pre- 
sents; and the said Alexander Trotter doth 
hereby testify, acknowledge, and declare, 
and that notwithstanding any thing herein- 


before contained, he doth still remain in- | 


debted and owing to the aforesaid Henry 
lord viscount Melville in the sum of 1,4¥ol. 
11s. 1d. of lawful money of Great Britain, 
being the balance of the accounts finally set- 
tled and adjusted between him and the said 
Jord viscount Melville, as hereinbefore is 
mentioned ; and both the parties aforesaid 
consent to the registration hereof in the books 


of council and session in Soorland, therein to | 


semain preservation, or, if necessary; 
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that a'l due and ordinary execution may be 
directed hereon ; and for that effect they con- 
stitute 
their procurators, In witness whereof, these 
esents, written on this and.the two preced- 
ing pages of r, duly stamped by Thomas 
Robertson, of Sackville-street, in the liberty 
of Westminster, are subscribed by the said 
parties, and tothis last page they have here- 
unto respectively set and affixed their seals, 
as follows; viz. by the right hon. Henry 
viscount Meiville, at Melville castle, in the 
county of Mid Lothian, on the 18th day of 
of February, io the year of our lord 1803, 
before these witnesses, Thomas Pocknall, and 
Thomas Mathews, both his servants; and by 
the aforesaid Alexander ‘Trotter, at London, 
on the 23d day of February, in the year of 
our Lord 1803, before these witnesses, Tho- 
mas Wilson, of the navy pay office, London, 
esq. and John Spottiswoode, jun, of Sack- 
ville-street aforesaid ; the place, date, wit- 
nesses names, and designation to the execu- 
tion hereof by the said Alexander Trotter, 
being inserted by the said John Spottiswoode, 
juo.—Signed, sealed, and delivered by the 
said Henry lord viscount Melville (being first 
duly stamped) in the presence of us, wit- 


nesses thereto, Metvitte. (L.S.) 
Thomas Pocknall, Awex. TROTTER. 
Thomas Mathews. (L.S.) 


Signed, sealed, and delivered by the said 
Alexander Trotter (being first duly stamped) 
in the presence of us, witnesses thereto. 

Thomas Wilson, John Spottiswwarde. 
Appendix (K.)—Azx extract from the books 
the bank of England of all drafts paid to the 
order of Alexander Trotter, esq. as paymaster’ 
of the navy pay office, dated in the months of 

August, September, and October 1796. 
Appendix (L.)—Account of money, Fe. rem. 

ceived and paid by the treasurer of his majes- 

ty's navy, on the head of ** Victualling,” 
Jrom the 1st to the 14th of April 1805. 
Appendix (M.)—Receipts and payments be- 
tween the 1st and 31st Fanuary 1798; the 
right bon. Henry Dundas, treasurcr. 
Appendix (N.)—Treasury minute, respecting. 
paymaster and treqsurer of the navy, Friday, 

3d March 1797. 

Appendix (O.)—Sgheme. Applicable balances 
in the hands of the treasurer of the NAVY» 

Appendix (P.)—Lester from the commissioners 
of victudlling, introducing the three follwing 
accounts, of vittualling bills which became. 
due in 1796, 1797, and 1798, but which 
were not paid on the days they respectively. 

became due, dated Victualling Office, 201% 

My 1805. 
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(P.1.)—4n account of Vict uat- 
LING Bitis which became due in the year 
1796, but which were not paid on the days 
oe respctively became due, on account of 
their not being assigned for want of monty; 
shewing the amount of each bill, the day on 
which it eas duc, the day on awbich it apoears 
mony was received Sor its payment, and the 
. day on which the assignments far payment took 
place. Dated Victualling Office, 20th May 
1805. 


Amount of BILLS. | When Due. |Money Recd.! Assig.forPayt. 


Se d. 1796. 
1,234.14 7| 3 June | 6 June] June 
4,219 6 4 May | 7 May |10 May 


{ove 6 June | 8 June 
Nov, |10 Dec. }12 Dec. 


5 
4 
915 2] 2 Oct. | 5 Oct.| 7 Oct, 
I 
2 
I 
2 


~ 
N 


44.15 4 — 
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Amount of BILLS. | when Due. | Money Recd. | Assig.forPayt, 
Le 1796. 
14 2 4 ct. 
40 
229 9 
34 10 
36 
2 2 
106 — —| 3 — 5 Oct. | 7 Oct, 
8 17 10 
1,000 —| I — 
500 — —| 3 — 
332 6 
188 18 1 
304 18 
8 19 1 
37 12 Dec. |24 Dec. | 26 Dee, 
94.12 11 
20 18 — 
120 — 
216 8 — 
23 8— 
297 6 4)18 — 
15 6 
163 12 — 
27 1 
913 4 
67 10 —|17 — 
5 16 —|15 — 
14°10 — 
64 14 — 
23 6 8 
144 — — 
320 6 — 
8 
38 4-115 
80 — —|14 — 
165 8 — 
68 210/17 — 
76 13 — 
83.2 3 
94 11. — 
495 
288 11 — 
o7 1 
69 
[24 — [26 — 


32 6—|2— 
69 10 — 
21 190 — 
10O IT Il} § 
6 
817 — 
6—— 
612 — 
10 13 — 
12:12 — 
10 18 —| 4— 
217 10 — | 
83 8— i 
13,848 
1 
| 
13 
3 r 
a 13 10 — 
5 16 
10 — 
8 — 
40 
| | 
* 
* 
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‘Amount of BILLS. | When Due. | Money Recd. Assig.forPayt. Appendix (P. 2.)—An account of VICTUAL- 

: Line Bitts which became due in the year 

1796. 1797, but which were not. paid on the days 
20 Dec. |24 Dec. |26 Dec. | shey respectively became due, on account of 
19 — | their not being assigned for want of money; 
shewing the amount of each bill; the day om 
which it was due; the day ou which it ap- 
prars money was received Gor its payment ; 
and the day on which the assignments for 
payment took place. Dated Victualling Office, 
20th May 1805. : 


Amount of BILLS. When Due. | Money Reed. 


1797+ 


124 Dec. 
853 
4 Iz 10 
12 Jan. 
10 — 


23 Dec. 
10 Jan. 


15 Feb. 


15 
2 
7 
9 
12 
16 
16 

4 
10 


| 


2,398- 11 


20-6 3 


239 16 9 
11 
210 Ir 10 


| 
| 
| 
500 — — 
I 19 — | —— 
Lo & : 
2,500 18 — |. | | 
| 2,000 
20 6 3 3 Jan. 
1,200 
goo 
851 67 10 — | 
300 38 12 — 
i 1,100 210 I1 10 
700 173 2 | 
16 16—— 
747 
71 100 — — 
23 18 Sor — —| | 25 Feb. | 25 Feb. 
19 960 — — 
| 7° 8 
57 25555 
10 — — 1,239 15 — 
12 2 8/17 — |24— [26 — 99 4— 
26 11 —|14 — 7 
26 6— 343 4 —|12 
140 —|22 — t 16 12 —|tl — 
44 20 § 3 | 
48 ir 28 2— 
204 I 3 qi 17 6 | 
29 3} 9— 9 8 2 
10 10 —|I9 — 149 6 Jan. |12 Jan. 
26 12 —|20 — 744.16 9/13 Feb. |25 Keb. |25 Feb. 
| 20 — —|19 — 65 — 
22 — —|21 — 45.13 — 
655 10 —|18 — | 
6 Siar — 45 13 — 
21 7— |10—— — 110 — 
O— |24— — 22 5— 
48 2 6 
8 ° — ‘ ‘ 
12 Jan. 9 
17 Dec. |24 Dec. {26 Dec. 10 —|16 — 
481 18 4/20 
> 
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“amount of BILLS. | when due. {Money Reed. | AscigeorPayt, | Amount of BILLS. | When Due. | Money Recd. | Astig.forPay, 
401 14 918 Feb. 20 — — 
2,000 — —|20 — 10 13 8 
' 2,000 — — 63 — —|19 Feb. 
300 — — 37 12 6 
T57 33 1! 
"3,000 —/20 — 817 4 
67 7 9/22 — 37 16 — 
27 12 —|23 — 17 $— 
207 8 1 { 21 16 — 
32:19 9 21 16 —|20 — 
8 14 — 12 15 —|19 — 
244 19 — 12 12 — 
1,245 Q — 
— 1,470 — — 
500 —= —)16 — 
34:10 & 473 8 7 
29 2°5 133 6 — 
16 2.8 86 18 9 
29 6 
3210 4 70 — 
10 —|14 — 4118 1 
38 — —|16 — 150 6 8 
180 — — 
3,053 10 —|22 — — 
9 6 6)12 — 342 618 — 
818 6/15 — 20 2 2 
12 — 42 19 6 
12 — 32 
— 19 15 — 
85 3 2/23 — 55 12 4 
89 18 2! 3 4 
49 6 4|/22— 14:13 — 
4791 — 1|20 — 149 6 8 
2,826 2 3 ‘ 27 12 — 
1,238 12 —| 4 Mar.|10 Mar.)11 Mar. 66 14 6 
276 1 § + 
55538 12 11 103 — —|I9 — 
677 9 8) 14 2 4 
270 15 z| 4 Feb. |2g Feb. |25 Feb. | 7419-9 
4:203 18 8 st 
673 — — 206 — — 
416 15 — 10 10 — 
766 4 9 Mar.|10 Mar. 28 2— 
5,982 84 11 4] 
61 1 4 49:16 — 
66 1 6/19 Feb. j25 Feb. |25 Feb, 28 9 8 
59 15 — 

1Z——|23 | 3 — |25 Feb. |25 Feb. 
14 278 10 10 

1CO ——|23 — 203 9 —!20 — 
372 — —|17 — 1,000 — —|16 — 
29 6 —|18 — { 1,000 — — 
48 12 362 — —\|20 — 
38 12 4 < 500 — 


* 
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‘Amount of BILLS. Whea Due. | Money Recd, | Assig.forPayt.} Amountof BILLS, | When Due. | Money Recd,| Assig.forPayt. 
1,000 39 13 6 
36 15 —|19 Feb. 39 13 6 
1416 4 10 — —J11 Mar.| 7 April} 8 April 
23 10 4 97 1 — Mar.j22 
20 — —|20 — 16 16 —|12 — 
220 9 3 52 — —|28 Feb, — 
312 6— 12 — —|13 Mar.| 7 April] 8 April 
12 — — 29 410; - — 
14354 § Mar.)21 Mar.j22 Mar. 
1,999 10 1 
360 — — 300 — May|12 May|1s May 
$94 3 4 
392 — 250 — — 
326 — — 
114 10 6 144 — —|21 Mar.| 7 April] 8 April 
103 7 13.17 Marj22 Mar. 
401 — 24 8— 
74 1 812 — | 7 Apzil 20 — — 
60 19 5|- Mar}22 Mar. 72 6— 
420 8— 1413 — 
78 18 9 18 5 7|-  — | 7 Aprilj10 April 
109 4 3 — | - =) 8 
42 — —|13 — iil 3— 
1813 —| 7 April] 8 April 14 8 8 
27 10 —|14 — 61 3 9 
§3 19 —|!12 — |21 Mar.j22 Mar. 68 10 —| — {21 Mar.|22 Mar. 
J 49 8 —. 
37 lo — 110 5 4119 — | 7 April) 8 April 
4 1—|13— 7 April} 8 April 38 7 —|z0 — Mar.22 Mar. 
27 1 6)15 — 220 1§ 10 
1,165 10 —|!2 — |2r Mar.}22 Mar. 113, 3 
194 10;13 — | 7 April} 10 April 800 — 
12.17 — — Marj22 Mar. 84 6 4 
3099 2 3] | 7 Aprilj1o0 April §2 19 —}19 — 
-|8— 37 12 6 
83 9 1/13 |21 Marj22 Mar 40 5— 
94 16 —|14 — 818 — 
6 10 —|15 — | 7 Aprilj1o April 56 14.—|20 — 
B000 — 1 240 — —| 
Igo 2 6/13 | - 10 3 8 
85 18 — Mar.{22 Mar. 37 16 — 
99 4/146 — | 7 April| 8 April 106 — — 
13.17 — 26 — —!20. — 
63 — | - 37 16 —|19 — | 7 April 8 
lo S— 67 to 3/21 — 
1g 12 —|28 Feb. |10 Mar.[11 Mar. 
20— — 163 5 3\21 — 
23 9 1 Mas.j21 — — 143 15 4 
—| 5 — 39 19 2/23 — 
8 2 6) 38 
24 3 9 182 2 6 
234 6 
21 2 ——/23 — —/|24 — 
39.13 — jar — j2az— 32 10 —125 17 
39 13 6 14 2— 


cexxvii] PARL. PAPERS, 1805.—Report from the Select Committee [exxviif 


“Amount of BILLS. When Due. [Mocey Recd,| Assig.forPayt. | Amount of BILLS. | When Due. [Money Reci.| Assie.torPay, 
1797- Le Se da. 1797+ 
16 9— 7 5 April 
12 15 — 9716 5} 4 — 
50 — —/22 April 69 19 — | 22 Apriliz4 April 
™ 134/23 — | 16 — 
25 19 9/22 — | 6——|5 — 
168 10 8/21 — 390 3 
$4.12- — 4 
35 to—|- -f- -|8 — 285 — — 
— — — 
93 6 — 1710 —|16 — 
60 4 -|- -|10 — 1,000 =~ 
89 6 —|27 — 393 — 
416—) -|10 — 69 — 9 
(23 — 40— 6418 — 
8) — 13 5—|6 — 
1,978 8 6/26 — |22 Aprilizg — 38 7—l1I9 — 
500 — 127 — | 7 —| — 76 8 10)/16- — 
400 — — 17 8—|20 — 
500 10 2/28 — 648 19 —|30 — |12 May|13 May 
36 15 —| 2 April 121 3 4/29 —|3 
39 13 Mar. 24 2—|30 — 
10 10 — 29 8 — 
133——|23 — 80 15 9 
100 — —|21 — 181 6 8 
500 — —|29 — | 18 611 
500 — — 100 — — 
500 — — > 2212 1 
12 10] 1 April 15 4 
416 — 291 14 1 
2,061 17 214 — 28 4 8 
472 13 62 — 28 4 8 
85 18 613 — 86 2 0 
817 —|- -|z0o — 14— 1 May}iz — — 
26 9—-|3 -|jro — 14 2—|29 April] 3 —| 5 — 
41 8 4 76 8 § 
859 12 4 —j- -|8 — 16 7 8 
7 19 15 
10 10 — 162 10 — 
42 $—|3—]- — 65 311 
1,237 10 —| 4 — | -|ir — — 
—| 3 — (24 — 130 18 — 
5.165 7 6) 6 7 — 8 2116 6 
1,103 2 2 145 —— 
3,066 19 9 195 15 — 
567 8 8 103 — — 
500 — — 22 3 8/30 
6—— 4 4 
18 4 Mar.) ~ -|10 — 6—— 
— 1614 7 
61. 4—| April 1 
30 2 —|29 Mar. 19 15 —| 1 May 
7 830 — 12 — —j17 April] 3 —| 5 — 
15 12 6} 1 April g2 — 


f 
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‘Amount of BILLS. | When Duc. | Money Recd.|Assig.forPayt, | Amountof BILLS | When Due. | Money Recd.| Acsig.firPayte 
14 7{29 April] 3 May} 5 May — —| 4 May |12 May|13 May 
78 8 8 610 7 
110 — — 4 
700 — — 2 May|12 — 28 3 — 
yoo — —/29 April 64 16 — 
-— 180 -— 313 6 
2 May{1z — 16 = 
35 16 6 
2313 813 — 112 4 
2710 § — 
iis 8 27 4 619 — 
19 3 2 41 5—|10 — 
234 1 1,000 7 — 
600 —| 9 — 
6 400 — — 
— 500 — — 
80 19 4 206 10 — 
31 10 — q§ 12— 
3811 — 314 446 — 
62 5 6 at 17 66 
37 6 8 3517 7,8 — 
815 — 23 2—|6 
$0 3 4 0 — 
500 -— 37 12 6 - 
758 16 — 10 10 — 
24— — 10 10 — 
Io 10 — 
—| 7 1,367 611 15 — 
48 211 3 
419 — 69 16 8 
45 18 — — 
29 8 
25 8 g8 11 
419 10 3 17 18 — 
178 10 — 6ig 6 
321 18 — 415 —|16 — 
700 33:18 — 
65 12 6 17 12 —|16 — 
87 10 — 35 — 
43 15 — 480 — —l15 — 
80 — —|16 — 
22 4 6 550 — June|22 June|24 June 
2710 4 64 10 — 
71 18 —| 3 Aug.| 4 Aug.) 5 Aug. 
qz o— 10 — — 
37 6 219 — 417 15 10 
2316 8} — 43 13 3 
432 4— 7 6— 
613 219 6 
59 5 4 3.11 9 


_ Vor, Vim Appendix, é 


| 
| | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| iZ 
4 - 
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_ Amount of BILLS. When Due. |Money Recd.| Assig.forPayt. | Amount of BILLS. | when Due, | Money Recdd| Assig.torPayt 
6 13 Aug.j11 Aug.j12 Aug. | 1,620 — May 8 9 May 
§00 —| 5 
500 — — 
500 — 
Appendix (P. 3.)—42 account of Victuat- | 1,000 —| 
LING BiLis which became due in the year 500 — — 
1798, but which were not paid on the days 1,000 —= ——| 5 = 
they respectively became due, on account of | 1,000 — — 
their not being assigned for want of money; 4,000 — —| 
shewing the amount of each bill; the day on 500 — — 
ewhich it was due; the day on which it ap- 500 — = 
pears money was received for its payment ; goo — —| 5 — 
and the day on which the avsiguments for 7 
payment took place. Dated Vicinatling Of- soo — — 
fice, 20th May 1805. sco — — 
Amount of BILLS, | When Due. | Money Reed. Assig.forPayt. 
1000 — § 
$63 4 3| 8 April|z: April] 4,000 — — 
100 —|19 —= 1,000 — 
26 — 1,000 — — 
12 _ | 44.27|20 April Ma 1,000 — — 
268 5 May 4,000 — 
16 —|28 — 2,000 —- — 
44 2 4 8 14— 
4% 2 9/23 — 
24 7 6/28 — 6 
tig 3 6 49 13 1 
10 4 23 13 11 
go 3 3\29 — 
23 3 8 84 5 3 
30 12 — 8 
65 4 6 116 4 3 
3: 3 6 85 18 6 
43 10 § 60 11 8 
600 — — 2218 6 
410—|30 — 
29 7 10 
10 10 — 79 9 7 
,000 — 2,000 — 
1,000 —|30 32 4 619 
1,636 8 4\25 — 94 11 6 
300 — —|26 — 96 410 
10 10 —|30 — 89 7 410 
1,650 — —| 5 May} 8 —| 9 — 113 16 6 
400 1615 — 
500 — — 


wer 
| 
| | 
| —— — 
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REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE 
UPON THE ELEVENTH NAVAL REPORT, 
&c.—Ordered to be printed 24:h June 1805. 

The Select Committee to whom the Eleventh 
Report of the commissioners of Naval En- 

" quiry respecting, The issue of navy bills 
for the purpose of raising money ; loss aris- 

~ ing from the mode of paying the interest 
on navy and transport bills; and money 
imprested by the navy board for secret na- 
val services (except so far as the same re- 

Jates to circumstances connected with the 

issue of 100,000]. for secret naval servi- 

ces) was reterred ;=-have agreed upon the 
following report. 

YOUR commitiee have taken into consid- 
eration the matters in the eleventh repore of 
the commissioners of navalenquiry, referred 
to them, in the order in which they are 
stated in the report; and have called tor and 
examined such persons and documen's, as 
they thought necessary for the elucidation of 
the transactions, concerning which it was their 
duty to report to the house.—They invert io 
the minutes and appendix hereunto annexed, 
the whole of the parole evidence given before 
them, including, bo:h the questions put to 
the persons examined, and their answers, 
and also, copies of such written documents 
laid before them, as seemed material tor the 
consideration of the house.—In submitting 
this body of evidence to the house, it seems 
to them that they discharge, in the most et- 
fectual and satisfactory manner, the most 
essential! part of their duty; but they have 
also thought it proper to introduce that evi- 
dence with the following statement, relative 
to the three heads of investigation contained 
in the said report of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry. 

I, With regard to the first head, intituled 
in the eleventh report, ‘+ issue of navy bilis 
for the purpose of raising money;” It ap- 
pears that the supplies granted by parliament 
for the service ot the navy in the beginning 
of the year 1800, founded on the usual esti- 
mates, amounted to the sum of 13,256,579]. 
13s, y1d. and in the beginning of 1-o1 
to the sum of 16,429,537!. os. 2d.—It is 
the custom of the navy board to collect, 
from the different departments to which the 
expenditure for naval services belongs, about 
the month of September in each year, mate- 
rials fer the purpose of enabling them, by 
accounts of the outstanding demands, and 
computations .of the farther expences likely 
to be incurred during the remaining part of 
the year, to form a comparison between the 
aggregate amount of such outstanding de- 
mands, and of those likely to accrue, on the 
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one hand, and the balance which may then 
remain unexhausted of the sum granted for 
the naval supplies of that year, on the other 
hand ; and the comptroller of the navy, at 
the end of that month, communicates the 
particulars and result of this comparison to 
the treasury ;_ in order, in ease such balance 
should appear to fall short of the necessary 
or expected disbursements, that means may 
be used for making good the deficiency.— 
About this period of the year 1800, it ap- 
peared that the sums remaining unapplied of 
the grants for naval services for that year, 
amounted only to 3,433,023!.; and it was 
computed that the demands outstanding, or 
to accrue before the end of the year, would 
probably amount to an excess beyond thac 
sum, of 2,500,e001, The excess, in fact, 
did amount to 1,522,5891. 6s. 10}.—A: 
considerable part of the ourstanding demands - 
of course con:isred of navy bills, which, un- 
der the law as it now stands, are made paya- 
ble ninety-days after their date. Of the ac-: 
cruing demands, many were such as must be 
paid for in ready money. If the remaining 
balance of the naval supplies of the year had 
been applied to pay off the navy bills then 
becoming due, there would not have been 
cash lete for the necessary payments in readv- 
money.—Parliament was not then sitting. Ie 
had been prosogued on the zgth of July to 
the 7th of October, and on that day to the 
11th of November, whenit met for the dis- 
patch of business.—If application had. then 
been made to the house of commons for a 
new grant in aid of thedeficiency in question, 
the money could only have been obtained by * 
a loan, or by the issue of exch:quer bills une 
der a vote of credit.—It appears that the re-' 
gulation established under the act of the 
37th Geo. IIl. c. 26. limiting the term of 
payment of navy bills to ninety days*, had 
been adopted with a view to remedy the great 
disadvantage which had accrued to the pub- 
lic during the later period of the time, when.’ 
their term of payment was fifteen months, : 
under the previous act of 43 Geo. Ill. ¢, 
21.3 for at that period, owing to the great 
augmentation of our naval expenditure, those © 
bills having been issued to a very large ex-' 
tent, had been depreciated so much that they - 
could not be discounted, or converted into” 
cash, without a loss sometimes of per 
cent. or more. The fifteen-months bills bore 
an interest of only 4], per cent.—This evil © 


— 


* Note: The limit in the act is three ca- 
lendar mon:hs; but, probably for he sake 
of uniformity, the bills have always beca 
made payable at ninety days. ' 
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had been still greater under the former course 
with regard to navy bills when there was no 
fixed time or obligation for their payment. 
The holders then depended entirely on the 
discretion and convenience of government 
for the receipt of their money, being also 
only intituled in the mean time (after the 
first six months) to the like interest, at the 
rate of 4!. per cent. per annum;- and these 
bills having been accumulated to a vast 
amount during the American war, bore a 
discount of from 15]. to upwards of 181, per 
cent.—They were afterwards funded upon 
terms calculated on their actual value to the 
holders, at the time of funding them.—On 
the first introduction of bills payable in fif- 
teen months, they suffered litile or no depre- 
ciation; and they had this advantage from 
the length of their term of payment, that 
(though money could be demanded for them 
at the end of that period) if the supplies ap- 
propriated to naval services should fall short 
of the demands during the year in which 
they were issued, it was almost certain that 
parliament would. meet before they became 
due, so that government would have the 
means, by a parliamentary grant, of making 
a farther provision for the payment of them. 
—It is proper, in this place, to mention, 
that although the grants annually made by 
parliament for naval services, form a specific 
sum adapted to the amount of the estimated 
expenditure for the year, yet the actual ex- 
pence, and the amount of the debt which 
may be contracted, neither is nor can be 
fixed, but may exceed the grants to an ex- 
_ tent which must necessarily be commensurate 
with whatever may be the amount of the ex- 
cess of services beyond what had been foreseen 
and included in the previous estimates, and 
of the excess of the prices of articles included 
in the estimates beyond the rates according 
to which those estimates had been formed. 
—While therefore navy bills had no limited 
time of payment, there could be no unavoid- 
able occasion for a fresh supply of money dur- 
ing the course of any year, beyond what had 
been granted for the naval services of that 
ear, unless the very improbable occurrence 
ad happened of the grant falling short of the 
demands necessary to be paid with ready mo- 
ney ; and the same observation applies to the 
case of 15-motiths bills; but this very cir- 
cumstance it was, which was so detrimental 
tothe public interest, by operating as the 
principal cause in producing the depreciati- 
ons above-mentioned, and thereby enhancing 
to government, in the propartion of those 
cepreciations, the prices of all those articles of 
mavy and victualling stores, for which navy 
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bills were to be given in payment.—The 
passing of the act 37 Geo. III. c. 26, since 
which all navy bills have been made payable 
at the short date of go days, having put an 
end to such depreciations, has, the commit. 
tee believes, been universally felt, and ac. 
knowledged to have been a measure of the 
utmost benefit in point of ceeconomy. To pre. 
vent such depreciations was the principle of 
that measure.—When it was found, as has 
been already stated, in the month of Sepiem. 
ber 1800, that what remairved of the grants 
‘appropriated for naval services b yond what 
would be required for ready money pay. 
ments, was not sufficient for the discharge of 
the biils outstanding, it became a mat‘er of the 
utmost importance to consider of some wes 
thod of providing for their discharge, by 
which the practical advantage of the princi. 
ple might be preserved, without immediately 
resorting to parliament for a fresh grant of 
naval supplies; for it appears to have been 
the opinion of persons eminently qualified ta 
form a satisfactory judgment of the matter, 
that any additional parliamentary grant at ° 
that time, whether the money should be rais- 
ed under it by the issue of exchequer bills, or 
otherwise, would have been atiended with 
the very disadvantage which the measure of 
the ninety-day bills had been calculated to 
prevent ; as such exchequer bills, or other 
government securities on which the money 
required in that case must have been obiain. 
ed, would, in the opinion of those persons, 
have borne sucha discount or depreciation of 
value, as must not only have greatly enhan- 
ced the expenditure of the navy, and that of 
all other public departments, but also have 
proved highly injurious to the monied inter- 
est of the country, and to the public at large. 
—Under the circumstances which your com- — 
mittee have thus endeavoured to explain, it. 
was determined, by the principal financial 
department of government, to propose to the 
holders of navy bills about to become due, to 
accept of fresh bills of the same sort, made 
payable in like manner as those they might 
choose to exchange against them, leaving it 
however to their option to receive, if they 
should prefer it, payment in cash according 
to the obligation of the original bills: public 
notice of this option was accordinyly given, 
and renewed bills were accepted and exchang- 
ed against old ones to a considerable extent, 
the amount of the interest dueon the old bill 
being included in the principal sum made 
payable at the end of ninety days from the 
date of the new one.—It will immediately 
occur, that any person having accepted such 
a renewed bill, who should afterwards have. 


|| | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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occassion for ready money, had it in his 
power to dispose of it, like any holder of 
any other navy bill, for the full amount spe- 
Cified in it (these bills never having: suffered 
any depreciation ;) deducting only the inter- 
est which remained to accrue between the 
time of his converting it into cash, and the 
time when the bill so discounted was to be- 
come due; and it cannot but be supposed 
that many persons found it convenient to act 
in this manner.—Srill, however, though 
many holders of go-day bills had availed 
themselves of the opportunity of exchanging 
them for new bills, it was found that the 
amount of bills outstanding and not offered 
to be exchanged, was considerably beyond 
the disposable part of the unexhausted sup- 
plies of the year: and, upon this discovery, 
the treasury determined to issue other navy 
bis, made payable to a merchant of the 
name of Glenny, and afterwards to the house 
of which he was a partner, under the firm of 
Donaldson and Glenny (such bills being 
still mae payable at go days after the date ;) 
and Mr, Goldsmid, the gentleman who had 
been long the agent of government in the ne- 
gociation of exchequer bills, and other bu- 
siness of that nature, was employed to dis- 
pose of those navy bills in the usual way in 
which such securities are turned into cash, 
and to place the money received upon them 
at the disp: sal of the navy department, in 
’ order to be appl'ed to the discharge of such 
of the bills talting due, as the holders were 
not willing to exchange against renewed bills, 
—Those bills so negociated by Mr. Gold- 
smid, were disposed of by him, not only 
without loss, but with a trifling advantage 
to the public, as explained in his evidence 
given betore your committee ; | and with no 
other charge for his service in the business 
than the usual commission of 1-8 per cent. 
which he has been accustomed to receive 
from government for negociating exchequer 
bills.—It will be observed, that, so far as 
old bills were exchanged against new ones, 
or paid off by cash obtained on the negocia- 
tion of new ones, no navy debt was created ; 
the new bills, in fact, only representing and 
becoming the security for that which had 
been created by the purchases or other servi- 
ces for which the old bills were originally 
’ issused. It will also be observed, that the only 
difference between the two cases, of bills ex- 
changed for new ones, and those paid of by 
means of the negociation of new ones, was, 
that, in the first instance, the holders of the 
old bills accepted, in lieu of them, others 
which they could, and probably often did, 
negociate for cash; and that, in the second 
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instance, the navy board themselves procured 
new bills to be negociated for the purpose of 
paying the holders of the others with cash. 
In both cases, a longer credit was obtained 
for the actual discharge of the debt, for 
which the original bills had been the secu- 
tity, without any depreciation or additional 
charge, beyond whar arose from the mere 
lengthened time of payment, and, in the lat- 
ter case, with the addition of the per cent- 
age allowed to Mr. Goldsmid. Therefore, 
as, in form, the limitation of the go days 
was adhered to in both cases, so, in effect, 
the benefit of the principle on which that re- 
gulation had been estab!ished, was obtained 
in both.—A successive issue of bills, in the 
manner and for the purpose above stated, aps 
pears, by the account No. 4. in the appen- 
dix to the eleventh report, to have been con- 
tinued from the 24:h of October 1800, to 
the 7th of March 1801. Of course, such of 
them as were issued between the commence- 
ment of 1801, and the date last mentioned, 
must have been paid off before the month of | 
September in that year,—In that month a 
similar measure was resorted to, on account 
of a like deficiency, as on the former occa- 
sion, in the naval grants of that year, as 
compared with the expenditure.—On the rst 
of September 1801, the sum remaining in 
the exchequer, unapplied, of the grants for 
naval services for that year, together with a 
balance in the hands of the treasurer of the 
navy, and also 1,000,000. paid to him 
of the vore of credit, amounted only to 
2,803,058]. 5s. 84d. and left a deficiency, 
according to the estimate then formed, of 
above 2.000,000]. ‘The actual excess of ex- 
penditure during the three remaining months 
of the year, appears to have been 2,363,131]. 
ofd,—Parliament in that year had been 
prorogued on the 2d of July, and was not 
assembled for the dispatch of business till the 
2gth of October, atterintermediate proroga- 
tions on the 6th of August, the 15th of Sep- 
tember, and the 22d of October.—For the 
detail of the causes which produced the ex- 
cess of disbursements and demands over the 
estimates made, and supplies granted at the 
respective commencements of each of the 
two years 1801 and 1802, your committe 
desite to refer to the evidence. —They think 
it sufficient here to state in general, that the 
mode of including in the fixed sum of 71. per 
man per lunar month (from which 53. is de- 
ducted in the first instance aad © paid over to 
the ordnance, leaving only 61. 15s. per man, 
for the navy) all the navy and victualling 
stores for the year, whatever may prove the 
eventual rates at which those s:ores shall be 
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procured, must necessarily render the corres- 
pondence between the total amount of their 
actual cost, and the proportion allotted to 
them out of the grant so calculated, very pre- 
carious and uncertain; and that in fact the 
prices of some of the most material of those 
articles had been, at the periods in question, 
extremely enhanced, in consequence of the 
“rupture which had taken place between ‘Rus- 
sia and this country.—The reasons which 
have been assigned to 5 our committee for the 
first adoption of the measure in 1800, have 
been explained.. ‘The continuance of the is- 
sues during the ensuing year up to the month 
of March, must be referred to the known 
state of public affairs, both foreign and do- 
mestic, in the first months of that year.— 
The particular situation of affairs, in conse- 
quence of the negociations for peace depend- 
ing in the month of September 1801, appears 
to have rendered it extremely unadviseable, 
in the opinion of those whose duty it was co 
judge of that matter, to resort at that period 
to parliament in order to procure a loan, or 
the issue of exchequer bil's. for thé purpose 
of obtaining the money -wanted for the dis- 
charge of the navy bills then falling due.— 
~ Those negociations continued through nearly 
the whole of the period (from the gth of 
September 1801 to the 5th of May 1802) 
during which the latter of the issues in ques- 
tion tock place; and. Mr. Goldsmid has in- 
formed your committee, that, dusing the 
negociations, a loan could not have been 
made but on terms less advantageous, by the 
difference of from ten to twelve per cent. than 
those on which it was afterwards concluded. 
—The respective estimates of the navy debr, 
made up to the 31st of December in the years 
1800 and 1801, were, in the usual way, laid 
betore parliament ; and the first item of each 
contained, as usual, an account of the navy 
bills then outstanding ; including at each pe- 
riod, those negociated by Mr. Goldsmid, 
bur without distinguishing them from others. 
——In the estimate for the year 1802, none of 
these last-mentioned bills were included, 
having of course been all paid off before that 
estimate, was prepared,—W ith respect to the 
whole amount ot the bills negociated by Mr. 
Goldsmid from the 24th ot October’ 1800 to 
the sth of May 1802, it appears, upon ex- 
amination of the dates of the several issues, 
that though the aggregate of all the sums 
which they successively represented at differ- 
ent periods is correctly stated in the 11th re- 
port at 4,300,000. the sum actually applied 
to the discharge of navy bills, by the issue of 
new ones, wasno more than 2,200,cool. viz. 


go0,ocol. between the 24th of October and 
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the 7th of March 1801, and 1,300,000l, be. 
tween the gth of September 1801 and the 
sth of May 1802; the difference arising 
trom taking into the larger account the fresh 
bills issued from time to time, as others which 
became due were paid off.—lIt appears, that 
the measure of issuing the navy bills in ques. 
tion (how or by whom suggested, seems a 
matter of no importance) was authorized and 
directed by the treasury, both at first, and” 
on the occasion of each subsequent individual 
issue: and, with regard to the conduct of 
the treasury in that respect, the considera. 
tions which have occupied the attention of 
your committee have been—how far the mea- 
sure was and beneficial to the pub. 
lic; how far it was regular, in whatever 
sense that word is to be understood; and 
how far it was strictly legal. As to the con. 
duct of the navy board, the only material 
object of attention has been, how far they 
were justifiable and lawtully warranted in ex- 
ecuting the orders they received from the 
treasury, directing thei to carry the mea- 
sure into effect. — The commissioners of naval 
enquity have stated, that this transaction ap. 
peared to them ‘irregular, that the circums 
** stance of inserting go days interest in the 
‘* bills in question,” (to which bills one of 
those gentlemen in his examination before 
your committee has applied the term fictiti- 
ous) ** had been added to give them the sem- 
‘* blance of regular bills, but that there was 
this essential difference between them, 
that the regular bills stated the particular 
kind of stores, or services, for which they 
were given in payment, these bills expres. 
sed only that they were for sundry naval 
services. regard to the question, 
how far the measure was of urgent expediency 
and benefit to the state, your commiitee have 
been the more anxious.in their investigation, 
in consequence of the following passage in 
the eleventh report :—** It was certainly pro- 
“© per that the public credit should be sup. 
ported: but we cannot alinit that this 
measure was indispensably necessary for 
that purpose, nor can we allow the validity 
of the reason given by the comptroller, 
namely, that no funds were exclusively 
set apart for the payment of go-day bills; 
the amount being uncertain, it is in the 
nature of the thing that an esiimate should 
be uncertain. ‘All the supplies for the 
navy are annually voted by parliament on. 
estimate, and the amount paid by go-day 
bills, forming no inconsiderable part o 
the navy expenditure, must of coutse be 
included in the general provision for naval 
services, == Y our committee conceive, that 
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the expressions ‘*indispensably necessary,” 
in the passage just quoted, and *¢ absolutely 
necessary,” in the evidence of the comprrol— 
ler of the navy {inserted in No.1, p. 498, of 
the appendix to the rth report) mast be un- 
derstood to mean politically necessary, or, in 
other words, highly expedient and benefici- 
al; for it cannot be supposed that, on such a 
subject, those expressions could have been 
intended in the more strict and accurate sense 
of physical or moral necessity.— Respecting 
the urgent expediency and public benefit of 
the measure, the commissioners were possesed 
of the opinion of the comptroller of the navy, 
as appears by his evidence just referred to, 
Your committee have heard, and reported 
in the minutes of the evidence taken before 
them, his confirmation of that opinion, with 
the reasons on which it was formed, They 
have also heard, and reported, the opinion 
of Mr. Goldsmid ‘%o the same effect, toge- 
ther with his reasors ; and likewise the opin- 
ions and reasons of Mr. Long and Mr. Van- 
sittart, who were secretaries to the treasury 
at the respective periods when the different 
issues took place. Mr. Goldsmid had been 
examined, before the commissioners, on those 
facts of the transactions which fell within his 
knowledge; and he appears to your commit- 
tee to be a person peculiarly qualified to have 
informed f ve of the circumstances which 
might have induced the adoption of the mea- 
sure, and also to have formed and delivered 
an opinion, concerning its expediency, in a 
financial point of view.—That gentleman has 
stated to your committee, that he did actu- 
ally communicate to the commissioners, in 
the course of the conversations which took 
place between him and them after he was 
sworn, both his opinion on the subject, and 
the reasons on which that opiniori was found- 
ed,—On the other hand, two of the commis- 
sioners who have been examined by your 
committee, have no recollection of such com- 
munication having been made; and one of 
them has declared, in the most express terms, 
that he does not believe that any such com. 
munication took place.—Your committee 
however, collect, from the testimony of both 
those commissioners, that they did not think 
it their duty to investigate this part of the 
subject ; and thar, in their opinion, any in- 
formation concerning it, would have been so 
irrevelant to the object of their enquiries, 
that they would not have inserted it in their 
proceedings, unless the examinant had ** of- 
fered it as -evidence,” and required it to 
be taken down asa part of his examination ; 
which Mr. Goldsmid does not appear to 
have done, nor (as he has expressly said) to 
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have thought himself authorized to do.—It 
may be proper here to observe, that Mr. 
Goldsmid’s evidence is of a positive, that of 
the commissioners of a negative kind; and 
that, as they would have considered any 
communication of the sort in question as ir- 
relevant, it is very possible that ic may have 
been made, and yet have escaped their atten- 
tion; especially as they have informed the 
committee that what Mr. Goldsmid said, 
while under examination, was extremely dif- 
fusive and digressive; and it is also very pos- 
sible, that when his answers came to be torm- 
ally reduced into writing, he may have been 
unwilling to propose, that what he had 
stated as his reasons and opinion in favour of 
the measure, should be taken down; rightly 
conceiving, that the commissioners were the 
best judges of the extent of their duty, aad 
the proper objects of their investigation. 
This explanation is countenanced by Mr, 
Goldsmid’s declaration, already referred to, 
that he did not think himself entitled * to 
order them as to what they should think pro- 
per to lay before the public.”— But whatever 
may have passed between Mr. Goldsmid 
and the commissioners, your committee 
cannot agree with the commissioners as 
to the irrelevancy of the question of 
the expediency and utility of the measure 
which they were investigating, to the objece 
of the report which they were to make upon 
it. If they thought it their duty to form 
and report an opinion, that the measure, 
whatever department of government should 
appear to be responsible for it, was so irre. 
gular and (as the context of the report seems 
to imply) so little consonant to law, as to be 
fit matter to be submitted, on that 2ccount, 
to the consideration of his majesty and the 
two houses of parliament, your committee 
submit to the house, whether they ought not 
also to have enquired fully into every circum- 
stance which might have tended, in respect 
of expediency and utility, cither to justify, 
extenuate, or (as the case might have been) 
to aggravate the blame belonging to, the 
adoption of such irregular or illegal measure 
—The commitee think this was the more in- 
cumbent on the commissioners, as they did, 
in some degree, inform themselves on the 
point in question, and have in fact reported 
the opinion concerning it, which has been 
stated.——With regard to the question of -irre- 
gularity, that word is certainly of no very 
definite import: the measure undoubtedly 
was, asstated by Mr. Long, new; and Mr, 
Vansittart, when the renewal of issues hike 
those on the first occasion was suggested to 
him, observed, that such a mode appeared 
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to him irregular. If this description was 
meant to apply to the foim or language of 
the bills, your committee co not find that 
the form in which navy bills should. be 
drawn has ever been the subject of any posi- 
tive law: the form in use before the statute 
of 34 Geo. IIE. c. 21, was toially different 
from that which has since obtained; and, 
neither that act nor the subsequent statute 
of 37 Geo. Il]. c. 26. prescribed any par- 
ticular form. It is true that in the bills is- 
sued in the course of payment to contractors, 
merchants, tradesmen, &c. it is the custom 
of the navy board to mention the commodity 
er service for which they are issued; but 
when issued by way of imprest in advance, 
_ they are in a more general form; viz. ‘* Be- 
** ing for sundry works performed by him to 
his majesty’s ship »” so that the form 
used in the bills to Glenny, and to Donald- 
son and Glenny, being, as stated in the 11th 
report ; viz. ** On account of sundry naval 
Services,” was not more general than that 
fast-inentioned, except that it did not hold 
out a semblance, which would not have been 
consonant to the fact, of their having been 
issued for services performed by them.—lIf, 
by irregularity, is to be understood the cir- 
cumstance that the bills in question were 
made payable to persons who were not actu- 
ally creditors of the navy board ; it is to be 
observed, that they were drawn with the 
view and for the purpose of the payment of 
bills for which stores had been supplied, or 
_ services performed ; and that the holders ot 
any other navy bills after indorsement, are 
no more creditors of the navy board, in re- 
ference to the actual supply of stores, or 
performance of services by themselves, than 
the holders of the bills indorsed by Messrs. 
Donaldson and Glenny were.—lIn both cases, 
the money is due on the bills on account of 
naval stores or naval services originally fur- 
nished or performed ; but not furnished or 
performed, in either case, by the holders to 
whom the payment is to be made. On the 
whole, therefore, it appears to your com- 
mittee, from the circuinstances of the issues 
in question as they have been above ex- 
plained, that the words observed upon by 
the commissioners of naval enquiry, con- 
tained a true description of the considera- 
tion on account of which the bills were is- 
sued.—The remaining question on the sub- 
ject of those bills is, whether it was lawful, 
cither for the navy board to obey the direc- 
tions they received from the treasury, or for 
the treasury to give those directions ; and 
here it is to be observed, that the word ir- 
segular, as applied by the commissioners of 
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naval enquiry to the transactions, accordi 
to the most probable interpretation, seems to 

your committee to convey the impression — 
that they considered them, in one or other 
of those respects, as contrary to law,—It ig 
certain, as has been before explained, that 
the navy board may contract debts and issue 
navy bills on the terms prescribed by the 
statute 37 Geo. IIT. to whatever amount 
(beyond the extent of the sams granted) the 
executive government in their discretion shall 
think necessary; the exercise of that dis. 
cretion being of course subject to the subse. 
quent review and sanction of parliament, 
when the navy debt comes to be laid before 
them, as it’ must unavoidably be, in order 
that provision may be made for its discharge, 
—It is no question, on the present occasion, 
whether the navy debt incurred during the 
currency of the years 1800 and 1801 te 
spectively, beyond the amount of the re. 
spective grants of those years, was cone 
tracted on sufficient giounds, Having been 
contracted, it seeins to your committee, that 
the treasury, as the supreme financial depart- 
ment of the governinent, was the natoral _ 
and only authority to direct the navy board 
as to the best method of providing satisface 
tory securities, consistently with law, to the 
creditors to whom the debt so contracted 
was due.— The commissioners of naval 
enquiry state, that they do not conceive the 
navy board can, without the express autho. 
rity of parliament, issue bills to raise money 
to be applied to the service of the navy, or 
any other service; that, not being aware of 
any power in the navy board to draw bills of 
the description of these issued to Gleony, 
and Donaldson and Glenny, for the purpose 
of raising money, they had sought informe 
ation from the comptroller of the navy on 
the subject, and that he had referred them, 
for the authority under which he and the 
navy board had acted, to his majesty’s order 
in council in June 1796, for regulating the 
duties of the several memoers of the navy 
board, and to the patent by which they are 
appointed; and that from those documents 
no such authority is derived.—In another 
part of the report (under their second head 
enquiry) the commissioners state, that ‘the 
navy board, by their patent of appointment, 
are required to follow such orders and ine 
structions as they may from time to time ree 
ceive from the lord high admiral, or the 
commissioners for executing the office of lord 
high admiral for the time being ; and that it 
does not appear that they are authorized to 
follow directions which may be given to them 


by any other department of government? 
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and they seem, by another part of the pas- 
sage last referred to, to have thought it clear, 
that the effect of the patent was to place the 
navy board * exclusively” under the con- 
troul of the admiralty.—Your committee 
have deemed it necessary to call for the pa- 
tent of the navy board; and also for the 
order in council of the 8th of June 1796; 
and the order or letter of instructions from 
the lords of the admiralty to the navy board 
of the 17th of August 1796; and they fiad 
that, in the said patent, besides the special 
directions therein contained, by which the 
board are commanded to follow such in- 
structions as they shall at any time receive 
from the admiralty, there are general clauses, 
«* empowering them to do all things apper- 
‘© taining to the principal officers and com- 
‘© missioners of the navy to do,” and grant- 
ing full power to the comptroller to execute 
the duty appertaining to that office, ‘ and 
** which was, or ought to have been per- 
«© formed by any former comptroller of the 


“& navy, excepting such parts thereof as by 


«© the patent itself had been entrusted to the 
*¢ board at large, to be conducted and ma- 
*¢ naged by them in such manner as the ad- 
*¢ miralty should direct, and also such as 
¢¢ should thereafter, by warrant of the ad- 
‘© miralty, be committed to the care of any 
*¢ other person or persons.”—It should seem, 


. from aview of those clauses, that if it has been 


customary for the comptroller or navy board 
to act under direct orders from the treasury, 
aconformity to such usage is rather sanc- 


_tioned than prohibited by the patent, at least 


your committee have not discovered any 
where in it such an express prohibition or 
exclusion of the authority of the treasury as 
would render the exercise of such authority, 
if conformable to usage, contrary to law. 
And as to the usage, it was in evidence be- 
fore before the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry, upon the examination of the comp- 


troller and secretary, that the navy board 


had been in the constant practice of receiv- 
ing and following directions from the trea- 
sury, without any communication of those 


orders to the admiralty ; and it will appear 


from. the minutes hereunto annexed, that 
evidence has been given, by the secretary, to 
the same effect, before your committee.— 
Your committee have thus stated what has 


occurred to them as material, relative to the 


legality of the transactions, as far as concerns 
the comptroller and the navy board, or the 
question whether they ate bound or lawfully 
authorized to obey orders relative to such 
matters, supposing those orders to be legal, 
which they may receive from the treasury, 
As to the orders themselves, ycur commit- 
Vou, V.— Appendix. 


tee submit, that they cannot discover any 
fair ground for considering them as illegal, 
either in what has been previously stated ree 
lative to the particulars of the transactions, 
or in the evidence they have received, or in 
any statute or rule of law with which they. 
are acquainted, 

II, ‘The commissioners of naval enquiry 
have intituled the second head, in their re- 
port, ** loss arising from the mode of paying 
** the interest on navy and transport bills.” 
—Your committee have not deemed it ne- 
cessary to enter into much enquiry, in addi- 
tion to that which the commissioners have 
thought fit to institute, with regard to a sub- 
ject which does not appear to your commit- 
tee to have required the very particular and 
elaborate investigation they have bestowed 
upon it.—The house have before them the 
reasons stated by the navy and victuallin 
boards, for the different constructions whiek 
they had put upon the act of 37 Geo. ILI. 
c. 26. and it also appears, that the navy 
board, so long ago as the 18th of December 
1801, the. practice which the vic« 
tualling board had previously followed, and 
of which the commissioners have themselves 
approved.— Your committee will therefore 
take the liberty to dismiss this matter, with 
only two observations ; first, that in a ques- 
tion concerning the true construction of a 
statute, the commissioners (probably through 
inadvertency) have not accurately sta:ed the 
provision of, the act : ‘their words are, ** that 
‘* itis thereby directed, that the bills shall 
‘© be made payable on a certain day to be 
** expressed in each bill, which day shall not 
*€ be later than three calendar months from 
‘ the day of the daté thereof, and that every 
** such bill shall carry an interest after the 
** rate of 33d.-per centum per dicm, to 
** commence from the day of the date of 
«© each bill.” But the words of the act are,- 
which day shall not be later than three es- 
lendar months from rhe date of such bill; 
and that every such bill shall carry an inte- 
rest after the rate of 324d. per ceotum per 
diem, from the daie of the same. The words 
of the former act are indeed, ‘* that the in- 
“<. terest shall commence fron the day, &c.” 
and they are correctly stated by the come 
missioners. —The second observation is, that 
the loss-said to have been sustained by the 
public, from the imputed overpayment on 
the ninety-day bills, included in the period ° 
between the 26th of December 1796, and 
the igth of December 1801, will be found 
to have been calculated by the commissioners 
ata sum (not considerable indeed) beyond 
its real amount. 
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III. On the third head in the report of 
the commissioners, which is intituled, ‘* mo- 
*« ney imprested by the navy board for se- 
** cret navalservices:” Your committee have 
confined. themselves, in conformity to the ex- 
ception in your order of reference, to the 
issue of 16,0001. for a secret service, which 


 -makes the subject of the second question and 


answer in the,examination of the earl of St. 
Vincent, No.23 of the appendix to the ele- 
venth report.—The commissioners have ta- 


‘ken notice, in this part of the case, of an’ 


omission in the.order or letter of instruc. 
tions from the admiralty to the navy board, 
dated 17th August 1796, and have stated 
** that this omission should be rectified, as 
** they are of opinion, that it is of consi- 
‘¢¢ derable importance, that the several subor- 
*« dinate boards should have precise inform- 
** ation, not only of the extent of the au- 
«© thority vested in them, but of the authority 
‘© under which they are to act.”—-Your com- 
mittee have already mentioned, under the 
first head, what has occurred to them in ge- 
neral, relative to the power of the treasury 
to givé directions to the navy board, and the 
duty of that board to obey them. Undoubr- 
‘edly the order of council of 8th of June 
1796, does contain the clause omitted in the 
instructions of the 17th of August; bur 
your committee have to observe, that the 
board of admiralty, in their said letter of 
instructions, did expressly state, that the or- 
der in council had directed that the several 
arrangemenis suggested by them (of which 
the clause in question formed a part) should 
be adopted and carried into execution in such 
manner as they should judge proper, and 
that they had inclosed therewith a copy of 
the said order in council for the farther in- 
form:tion of the navy board. It will there- 
fore be for the consideration of the house, 
whetker sufficient notice was not thus given 
to the navy board of the condition ‘* that 
** secret services were to be performed under 
** the authority of the first lord of the.ad- 
** miralty,” and that such condition, though 
not repeated in the instructions, had actually 
made part of the plan recommended by the 
admiralty itself, and sanctioned by the act 
of His majesty in council, under which au- 
thority the whole of the instructions of the 
17th of August was established.—As to the 
question, how far the service to which the 
16.000* was applied, was sanctioned or au- 


* Note: From a mistake, which the com- 
rmittce think is explained in the.examination 
hefore them, of one of the conrmissioners, 


_ the sum was stated, in the question to lord St. 


Vincent, at 14,0001. 


thorized by the first lord of the admiralty, 
and with a knowledge that the expence’ 
thereof was to be defrayed, in the first in. 
stance, by the comptroller of the navy ; yout 
committee avoid entering into any discus. 
sion, referring solely, in addition to what 
appears in No. 23 of the appendix to thé 
eleventh report, to the evidence contained in 
the minutes and appendix hereunto annexed 
having inserted ia the appendix such part of 
the correspondence on the subject, as the 
have understood could be laid before them, 
without the danger of revealing what it might 
be inconvenient for the interests of the pub- 
lic to have disclosed.—Some variances hay- 
ing been observed between the expressions of 
the copy of the letter from the comptroller 
of the navy to the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, bearing date on the 3oth of Noy, 
1804, as printed by the order of the house 
of the 2gth of April last, and those of the 
letter itelf, as it appears to have been ace 
tually sent to and received by the commis. 
sioners, and which was produced to your 
committee by one of those commissicuers, 
your committee have thought it right to in- 
sert both, in the subjoined appendix ; and 
the examinations taken by them relative to 
that circumstance, form the concluding part 
of the minutes of the evidence, 
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 

The examinationof RICHARD ALEXANDER 
Ne son, esq. Secretary to the navy board, ta 
ken before the Committee on the Eleventh Naval 
Report, the 29th of May 1805.—Do you 
remember ary instance im which the navy 
board have refused to comply with direc-. 
tions received from the lords of the trea. 
sury? Not any.—-Have you found in the re- 
cords of the office, before your own time, any 
instance of such a refusal? No,—Have you 
looked back to the records with that view? 
No.—Have you often occasion to refer to 
the books for o:her purposes? Yes.—Did 
you, in looking over the books, ever find 
any orders from the treasury to the navy 
board prior to your time? Yes, several.— 
Have there been orders from the treasury to 
the navy board in your time? Yes, a great 
many.—Is their any instance of either of 
them being disobeyed? None, to my know. 
pe long have you been secretary? 
since 1796.—How long have you been an 
officer of the navy board? January 1779.— 
Have you been all that time in the secretary's 
office? Yes, but it was formerly called the 
clerk of the acts officee—Had you occasion 
while you was in that’ office, but before you 
was secretary, to know of the orders that came 
from the treasury to the navy board? Most 


of the orders came into the cffice, and there 
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Isaw them.—Of what nature were those or- 
ders from the treasury to the navy board? 
On a variety of subjeets.—Did any of them 


_ yelate to the performance of naval services? 


Without doubt they did.—Could they relate 
to anything else? Formerly the navy board 
conducted part ef the transport service. — Did 
any of those orders relate to to the issuing of 
navy bills for the purpose of raising money? 
I never saw any such order.—Would such 
orders as last-mentioned come necessarily to 
our hands from your situation in the office? 
f they came in the usual manner | should 
see them.—Are not orders of a special nature 
frequently directed tothe comptroller? Yes, 
frequently.— Wouid orders of a special nature, 
directed to the comptroller, necessarily come 
in’ the first instance into your hands? No, 
they would not.—Would they afterwards 
come under your observation? Yes, after the 
service was performed. 
The examination of Joun Marsh, esq. commis- 
sioner of the victualling office; taken the 29th 
May, 1805. 
an you state what was the increase of the 
prices of victualling stores in the year 
1800, compared with the preceding year, and 
about whar period of the year the rise took 
place? I cannot state with precision as to 
the increase of the cost of provisions in the 
ear 1800, from that of the preceding year; 
ut, to the best of my recollection, some of 
them were, in many instances, more than 
double the price of the preceding year; with 
Tespect to the period of the year, I can state 
nothing without reference to the books, as 
the purchases were made from time to time 
as the exigences of the public service required. 
—Have you made any estimate of the in- 
crease of expenditore of naval service in the 
year 1800, in consequence of the increase of 
price in the victualling department? A com. 
parison of the prices of various articles of 
provisions purchased in the years 1799 and 
1800, was made towards the latter end 
of the latter year in our office; and 1 havea 
copy, which I beg leave to produce.—On 
what occasion was the paper made our? I 
should suppose in consequence of a letter ad- 
dressed to me from sir A. S, Hamond, dated 
September 1800, stating, that he wished to 
have my opinion of what had been the occa- 
sion of the exceeding in the victualling de- 
partment, from the estimate delivered in early 
in January of the probable expence or that 
year. I beg leave to add to a former an- 
swer, that I have here a paper, dated the 4th 


_ of September 1800, intituled, «« A compari- 


son of the sums paid for various species of 
Provisions between the 1st January and 31st 
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Angust 1799, with those paid for the same. 
articles in the same months in the year 1800;”” 
which paper I beg leave to produce. 

The examination of sir Anpxrew Snare 
Hammownp, bart. comptroller of the navy; 
taten the 29th of May 1805. 

Do you know at what time in the year 
1800, there was first a deficiency of money 
in the hands of the treasurer of the navy, for 
the discharge of demands for naval services ? 
About the beginning of September roo, 
vpon considering the sums that remained to 
come in of the suppltes of that year, it ap- 


peared that the expenditure had been larger 


than was expected in the early part of the 
year, and upon an estimate of what was like- 
ly to be wanted to the end of the year, 
there appeared to be a deficiency ef about 
2,500,0001].—Was that comparison made by 
you as comptroller of the navy? Yes, and 
collected from the different departments.— 
Was it made by the desire of any of his Ma- 
jesty’s ministers? I rather think it was made 
by the desire of the secretaries of the treasury, 
who looked to me for information on alk 
subjects of naval expenditure.—Had any pre- 
vious representation been made by you to 
the lords or secretaries of the treasury on 
that subject? I don’t recollect there were 
any letters passed on that occasion, but it was 
my doty to intorm the treasury if I saw any 
prospect of the suppiics not holding out.— 
Had you in point of fact informed the trea- 
sury, whether by letter or otherwise, pre- 
viously? Yes, 1 had_—When and to whom 
was that information given? I believe it 
was given to Mir. Long and Mr. Rose, cer- 
tainly to. one, and most likely boh, in 
the early part of September, 1 believe, or 
perhaps the latter end of August.—Was it in 
consequence of this intormation, that you 
was desired by the secretaries to make this 
estimate? I think it most hkely was.— 
Having made the estimate, what was the 
next communication made to you from the. 
treasury? I had certainly frequent commu. 
nications with the secretaries of the. treasury, 
and was present when the measure of renew- 
ing bills was mentioned; and I was asked. 
whether I saw any cbjection to the renewing. 
bilis, to any persons that preferred having a 
new navy bill instead of being paid in money ; 
to which I said I saw'no objection.—What 
persons were present at this meeting, when, 
the measure of renewing bills was mention. 
ed? I really donot remember that any pera - 
sons were present but Mr. Long and Mr 
Rose; 1 believe they were both present. 
What was the next communication you ree 


eer from, the treasury on this subject? A 
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letter from Mr. Long, dated 7th September, 
marked no.2, in the appendix to the rith 
report. — What answer did you return to that 
letter, and what was done in consequence of 
it? Ir was put into immediate execution by a 
letter from the navy board, written to the 
treasurer of the navy, to request he would 
stick up a notification in his office, that such 
persons as thought proper might be accom- 
modated with new bills at ninety days, in 
discharge of those becoming due, until fur- 
ther order.—Were any bil!s renewed in con- 
sequence of that notice stuck up? Yes, a 
great many.—-To what amount? I really 
cannot speak from memory, but the account 
may be had upon application to the navy 
board.—Are the bills which were given in 
renewal of others, included in the appendix to 
the 11th report no. 4.2 No.—Was aay ap- 
apne made to the treasurer of the navy, 
y any holder of navy bills that were due, 

~ for payment without renewal with cash, after 
this notice was stuck up? I never heard that 
there was any application to the treasurer of 
the navy, nor could there be any occasion for 
such application, as those who did not wish 
for a fresh bill received the amount ir cash. 
—Was there any communication from the 
treasuty to you respecting the issue of navy 
bills for other purposes than the renewal of 
‘former navy bills? Yes; I had the like 
communications with the secretaries of the 
treasury on that measure as on the former.— 
When had you the first communication with 
the treasury respecting the issue of the latter 
bills? Some time previous to the 22d Octo- 
ber 1800; when I stated that there were 
tsons who required to have their bills paid 

in cash, and that therefore the circumstance 
of renewing the bills would not answer the 
exigency of the service; and that it was of 
the greatest national consequence that money 
should be forthwith issued from the treasury, 
if it could be done, to pay such bills then be- 
coming due, so as to prevent the possibility 
of the present advantageous system of pay- 
ing the navy by ninety-day bills getting into 
discredit; and I recollect, at that time there 
' ‘was not remaining of the supplies of the year 


more than 8 or gco,000, which was very in- 


sufficient to carry on the other services of the 
‘navy, which actually require to be paid in 
ready money.—Were any and what direc- 
tions given, and by whom, in consequence of 
this representation of yours to the treasury ? 
I received a letter from Mr, Long, dated 
« 220 October (No. 6. in the appendix to the 
11th report.)—Was that the first communi- 
cation you received from the treasury upon 
this subject after your representation ?-—No, 
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I saw the secretaries of the treasury previous 
to that letter, and was informed that sucha’ 
measure would be adopted. I was consulted. 
upon the measure, as I had been on the 
former occasion ; and the issuing of new bills 
as mentioned in the report, was agreed upon, 
—What was the mode agreed upon between: 
you and the secretaries of the treasury, for 
carrying the measure into execution? That 
navy billsshould be made out to any person 
that Messrs. Goldsmid, the brokers employed’ 
by the treasury for disposing of exchequer 
bills, should appoint, which brokers were to 
pay the amount into the handsof the treasurer 
of the navy, for the discharge of navy bills 
becoming due.—In consequence of receivin 
the letter No. 6. in the appendix to the ait 
report, did you make any application to 
Messrs. Goldsmid on the subject? No; to- 
the best of my recollection they were directed 
by Mr. Long to come to me atthe navy 
officee—When Messrs. Goldsmid came to 
you at the navy office, what arrangement did 
you make with them for the drawing and dis. 
posing of thase bills?’ Mr. Goldsmid inform. 
ed me, and the committee of accounts, that 
if the bills were made out to any person that 
would put them into his charge, he would 
immediately pay the amount, or such part 
thereof, to the treasurer of the navy, as was 
required for carrying on the service of dis 
charging the ninety-day bills as they became 
due, therefore, on receiving Mr. Long’s 
letter (no. 6.) 100,c00l. (part of 500,000l, 


mentioned in that letter) in navy bills, were 


made out in the name of Mr. Cornwall 
Smally, who, happening to be in the office, 
had proposed his name to be made use. of; 
but the next day he having signified some 
objection on account of the dealings his house 
had with the board, Mr. Goldsmid: having 
previously had a conversation with Mr. Geos 
Glenny, he proposed the measure to him, and 
Mr. Glenny introduced himself to me for the 
purpose, previous to which time I do not re- 
member ever to have seen Mr. Glenny, and 
those bills were destroyed, and new ones issu« 
ed in the name of Mr. George Glenny; 
when these bills were delivered to Mrv 
Glenny, he wrote a ‘etter to the navy board,, 
acknowledging the receipt of 100,000l, and 
the navy board wrote to him in consequence 
the letter no. 7. in the appendix to the 1th 
report.——What were the particular objections 
made by Mr. Smally to having his name 
mentioned in the bills? Mr. Smally stated, 
that liaving very considerable dealings with 
the navy board, his partners were of opinion,’ 
as well as himself, that these bills might clash’ 
with his other accounts. —Was there any 
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greement made between you and Mr. Gold- 
-smid, as’to'the form in which the bills were 
to be drawn? No—What was the reason 
for introducing the words « for account of 
‘sundry naval services,” in these bills? As 
these bills were to pay other ninety-nine day 
bills issued for specific naval purposes, it was 
judged proper that these bills should expiess 
‘that they were for sundry naval services. — 
the navy board continue -to issue other 
ninety-day bills for the current service of the 
navy, during those months they were deliver- 
ing those to Mr. Glenny? Yes, otherwise it 
could be no accommodation.—When were 
these bills that were issued to Mr. Glenny 
paid, and out of what fund? They were re- 
ularly paid at the end of ninety days, when 
ee became due, out of the grants of the en- 
suing year; none of them became due tiil 
January 1801.—Since you have been comp- 
troller of the navy, have you known of any 
bills, whether ninety-day bills, or the fifteen- 
months bills, or bills payable in course, dis- 
posed of for the purpose of raising money be- 
fore the year 1800? I do not know that 
any bills of any of those descriptions were 
ever issued for that purpose previous to Octo- 
ber in 1800.—In the conversations which 
you stated yourself to the commissioners of 
' naval enquiry to have had with the first lord 
of the admiralty, concerning the bills issued to 
Gletiny, did you receive any direction from, 
or were you authorized by him to draw the 
said bills issued to Mr. Glenny? Lord 
Spencer was fully apprized of the difficulties 
the treasury experienced, and therefore gave 
his full sanction to me to carry that measure 
into execution. 
The examination of Grorct GLENNY, 
taken the 30th May, 1805. 

What profession are you? A merchant.— 
Had you any conversation with Mr. Gold- 
smid about the navy bills, in October 1800, 
before you saw sir Andrew Snape Hamond? 
I believe sir Andrew Snape Hamond spoke 
to me before I spoke to Mr. Goldsmid on the 
subject ; by accident I happened to dine in 
company with sir Andrew Snape Hamond, 
and he mentioned the matter first to me.— 
What inducement had you to permit your 
name to be used as payee of the bills? A 
hope of serving’ the public ; no other induce- 
ment, either directly or indirectly.—Was it 
necessary you should indorse them before 
they were put in circulation? Certainly. — 
Where were they brought to you to indorse, 
and bywhom? The first 50,0001. J received 
at the navy office injnelt, afterwards they 
were usually sent to Messrs. Goldsmids’ of- 
fice, and 1 used to call there and indorse 
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them in their office.—By whom was the 
change from the name of Glenny to the firm 
of Donaldson and Glenny first suggested? I 
cannot charge my memory, but I believe i¢ 
was by me; the reason was, that I conceived 
that it would in some measure hide the ne- 
cessity which government were then under, 
because the house of Donaldson and Glenny 
bad many victualling bills passing through 
their hands for services performed, and I in- 
dividually had none; and therefore the bills, 
when in my name, had a novel appearance in 
the market.—Was not the change made in 
order to give the bills the appearance of mor 

regular bills? That was my meaning.—Was 
your first communication with sir Andrew 
Snape Hamond on this subject an accidental 
meeting? It was.—Your impression is, that 
that meeting took place at a dinner; can you 
say where? No, I cannot.—Can you say 
on what day? I think it was either on a 
Friday or Saturday ; for on the Monday we 
met at the navy office.—When, in conse- 
quence of what passed between you and sit 
Andrew Snape Hamond, you first spoke to 
Mr. Goldsmid, did you find Mr. Goldsmid 
already apprized of the subject? He cer- 
tainly was apprized of it.—Was the appoint- 
ment for the meeting in consequence of any 
desire of sir Andrew Snape Rainond, or by 
an arrangement of Mr. Gcidsmid? The 
appointment was certainly of Mr. Goldsmid’s 
making, because I could not make an ap- 
pointment for Mr, Goldsmid without havin 

seen him.—Were you not aware that these 
bills were first made out in the name of Mr, 
Smally? I was not.—Did you ever see sir 
Andrew Snape Hamond before on the subject 
of business? Never; I never had any busi- 


‘ness with him. 


The further examination of sir Andrew Snape 
Hamond, taken the 30th May, 1805. 

In your evidence of yesterday, you 
stated that you did not ever remember to have. 
seen Mr. Glenny before the meeting at the, 
navy office ;, you have heard read to you the, 
evidence which Mr. Glenny las to-day given, 
namely, that he had met you before acciden- 
tally at a dinner, and that you then men- 
tioned the subject of issuing the navy bills to 
him; can you reconcile this difference? All 
that I can say is, that I have not any recol- 
lection of ever having had any conversation 
with Mr. Glenny previous to seeing him at 
the navy office, waiting for Mr. Goldsmid’ 
to arrange the circumstance of the bills; the 
conversation alluded to by Mr. Glenny, must 
have passed in the interval before Mr. Gold 
smid came the room, 
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The further cxaninati of George Glenny, esg. 
_ taken the 30:h May 1%05. 
You have heard, what sir Andrew Snape 
Hamond has just stated ; what is your recol- 
lection or belief now on the subject? I feel 
myself obliged (o admit, that what sir An 
drew Snape Hamond has just siated is most 
likely to be correct. ¢ 
The examination of Anke uamM 
esq. taken ibe 30th May 1805. 
Do you remember that at the time of the 
first isuz of navy bills, in September and 
October 1800, to Mr, Glenny, there was 
great distress in the money market? Yes, 
there was a great distress,—Were other pub- 
lic securities, particularly exchequer bills, 
very difficult to negociate? Very much so; 
and if we had forced the market, it would 
have made them fall to a considerable dis- 
count; it was reported at that time, that 
great part of the supplies that were granted 
were exhausted, owing to the enormity of 
the price of provisionsand stores, which oc- 
casioned the people that had money to hold 
themselves in readiness, as the chancellor of 
the exchequer must soon make a loan.—Do 
rou believe that if a fresh issue of exchequer 
ills kad been attempted at that time, to sup- 
ply the exigencies of government, those fresh 
exchequer bills could have been disposed of 
without considerable loss? Not without a 
considerable loss, nor even then to any large 
amount.—Do you believe that if a Joan had 
been negociated at that time, it could have 
been negociated on any terms not highly dis- 
advantageous to the state? Very disadvan- 
tageously, owing to a great part of the former 
loan not having been yet paid up.— Were the 
navy bills negociated by you, disposed of in 
proportion as the produce of them was want- 
ed for the exigencies of the naval service, 
without difficulty or loss to the public? 
Without loss to the publ ¢ or difficuity.— 
State why it was easier to dispose of those 
bills than of exchequer bills? Those navy 
bills when run off 25 days, and having then 
- only 65 days to run, the holders could with 
ease have got the money by, discounting them 
at the bank, so that they would be ready 
with their money in case of a loan; they 
came within bank time, the usage of the 
bank being not to discount bills g exchange 
that have more than 65 days to run.— 
you know any other issue of public securi- 
ties, or operation of finance, by which the 
state could have been relieved without great 
disadvantage? I mean to say this was the 
only way it could have been done.—Are you 
able to state, trom your own knowledge or 
observation, whether the prices of many ar- 
~ ticles of naval and victualling stores ‘were 
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[considerably inHanced, in the course of the. 
year 1800, beyond the prices of former 
years? Very moch indeed, particularly vice 
tualling articles.—Can you state whether the 
merchants dealing in such articles, were cons 
siderably pressed for money about the time 
when the bills were issued? Very much dis. 
tressed.——Did that pressure, in your opinion, 
contribute to inhance still farther the price 
of those articles, and occasion a necessity for 
a great increase of expenditure in the naval 
and victualling departments of government? 
Clearly, to a very large amount.—Did the - 
pressure of those difficulties continue in a 
reat degree up to the month of March 180r? 
Yes, there were pretty nearly the same diffi- 
culties; you could not depend on the sale of 
exchequer bills, owing to the suspense con- 
tinuing with regard to the chancellor of the 
exchequer making his loan; even if the loan 
had been made in February, no money could 
have been obtained on it for three or four. 
weeks.—Do you remember whether any con- 
siderable difficulties in the money market ex- 
isted in the month of September 1801? Yes, 
money was rather scarce, exchequer bills 
sold at about one shilling discount, and then 
there was no great demand for them.—If 
you at that time had attempted to force the 
market, would not, the discount have been 
greater? Very much so.—Were you then 
employed to negociate navy bills of a similar 
description with those you negociated from 
the 24th October 1800 to 7th March 1801? 
Yes, I was.—-Were you enabled to negociate 
those bills with the same facility as the 
former, and without loss? Just the same.— 
Did you continue to be employed in negoci- 
ating bills of this description from September 
1801 to the beginning of May 1802? Yes, 
I was.—During the whole of that period, is 
it your opinion that the public exigencies for 
naval services were answered more advan- 
\tageously by this method, than it could have 
, been by the issue of any other public secu- 
rities, or by any other operation of finance? 
' By none so well.— Would hastening the loan 
| have been advantageous tothe state? Very 
disadvantageous, for during that period the 
definitive teaty was signed, and the loan was 
made after that, and on better terms by from 
10 to 12 percent, than if it had been made 
at an earlier period.--Upon the whole are 
you of opinion, that during the two periods 
from the 24th October 1800 to the 7th 
March 1801, and from the gth September 
180r to the sth May 1802, during which 
the issue of these bills was resorted to for the 
exigencies of the naval service, it would have 
been possible to meet those exigencies in any 
other way so advantageous for the state? None 
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_ go good, and indeed that was the only possi- 
ble way it could have been done.—Did the 
usual ninety-day navy bills suffer any depte- 
ciation by the issue of those which you nego- 
ciated? Certainly not.—If the usual ninety- 
day bills had not been paid when they became 
due, what effect would it have had in the 
city? It would have been destruction.— 
Was the offer which was made to the holders 
of ninety-day bills, to accommodate such of 
them as chose it with other bills in liew of 
payment in cash, considered as reflecting the 
smallest discredit on the ninety-day bills? 
None in the world, they might have had 
their money if they pleased.— When you were 
‘examined before the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, did you communicate the substance 
of the opinions which you have now stated, 
tothem? Clearly so.—Look at your evi- 
dence, as printed in the eleventh report, no, 
11, and point out to the committee, their 
report of any such communication? I do 
not see a word of it, and I was very much 
surprized at not having found it there, be- 
cause I thought that I had made them ac- 
quainted with the se:vice which the measure 
had rendered to the public.--Were you satis- 
fied that you had, so far as was in your 
power, made the commissioners of naval en- 
quity as completely masters of the whole of 
this subject, as you have now made the mem- 
bers of this committee? Clearly so.—Did 
you state to the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry, that the measure was indispensably 
necessary for the support of public credit? I 
certainly did; there were a great many ques- 
tions asked me by different commissioners, 
and a general conversation on the whole trans- 
action, and I endeavoured all in my power, 
to make them understand the utility of the 
measure; and after this general discourse, 
the commissioners had the substance put in 
writing by their- clerk, which they, after 
consulting among themselves, thought requi- 
site, which was read to me, and I signed it; 
I therefore could not order them as to what 
they should think proper to lay before the 
public.—Is your evidence fully stated in the 
eleventh report? No, certainly not; thogght 
from their conversation that they were per- 
fectly satisfied of the utility of the transac- 
tion.—Was no written question set down at 
the time it was asked you? Certainly there 
were, but before any written questions were 
put down, several conversations took place to 
make them understand the use of the measure. 
—Do all the’questions that were taken down 
in writing, at the time they were put, a 

with their answers ia the ? I believe 


#0; but there are none of the conversations. 
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—At what period were you sworn before the 
commissioners ? When I came into the room, 
before I was suffered to speak, and before 
any of the conversations took place.—Did 
you consider yourself as much upon your 
oath, in the answers which you gave to the 
questions which were not written down, as 
to those that were?—I thought myself as 
firmly bound in the whole of what I said, as 
if I had been before a court of justice. —Was 
you sworn immediately on coming before the 
commissioners ?’ I think I was.—Was what 
you call conversation conducted by way of 
question and answer, as here? Clearly so. 
—Was any thing which was at any time re- 
duced to writing, erased before you was 
called upon to sign? There was first a rough 
copy made, and then the clerk was ordered 
in what way to state it. — Did the rough 
copy contain any thing which was not put 
into the paper which you signed? Several 
words; I am sure they made several altera- 
ticns; I made none, for I did not conceive 
myself entitled to do it.—Were any whole 
questions or whole answers omitted? I can- 
not charge my mind. Do you recollect whe- 
ther any of the questions and answers, stated 
by you to have been written down in the 
rough copy, tended to elucidate the utility 
of the measure of issuing navy bills? I do 
not think they were ever written down, be- 
cause whenever I wished to explain them, 
their answer was, “it might be so, but that 
was not for them to look at;” that was con- 
stantly said when I wished to explain the uti- 
lity of the measure.—Were these explanations 
of your’s, respecting the utility of the mea- 
sure, given in answec to any questions put by 
the commissioners? Yes, they were given 
in answer to questions respecting the origin 
of the transactions.—Were those questions 
respecting how the bills came to be issued, 
put down in the rough copy? I cannot say; 
at first the commissioners seemed to think 
that sir Andrew Snape Hamond had issued 
the bills without an order from the treasury : 
I made them uaderstand how the matter was, 
—Dves the evidence you have given to-day, 
as tothe manner of your examination before 
the commissioners of naval enquiry, apply to 
both your examinations before them? 
does. —Do you know that at the same time 
bills were issued to Mr. Glenny there were 
also, bills issued by the navy board, for the 
purpose of renewing ninety-day bills? Cer- 
tainly there were.—When you procured the 
bills that were issued to Mr. Glenny to be 
discounted, were they passed as bills issued 
in renewal of ninety-day bills? I generally 
told the people who discounted them, that 


‘| 


they were to pay other ninety-day bills, which 
were becoming due, and which the holders 
did not find it convenient to renew ; this was 
known by the bank and by all private bank- 
ers,—What rate of interest did government 
pay for the bills which you were entrusted to 
negociate? \. 5 per cent. per annum.—What 
rate of interest does government pay on ordi- 
naty ninety-day bills? Five pounds six shil- 
lings and five-pence halfpenny per cent. per 
aonum.—Explain how this difference arose? 
Although on the bills (supposing drawn for 
1,0900],) the interest added to that by govern- 


_ ment is 13], 2s. 6d. for ninety days, at 343d. 


per day, still they being done at 5 per cent. 


_ government was only charged about 12]. ros, 


—Did you account to government for the 
4d. a day on all. the bills you negociated ? 
es.—It appearing that bills to the amount 

of 2,495,0001, were negociated by you be- 

tween 24th October 1800 and the 8th De- 
ccember 1801 ; are the commitiee to under- 
stand that the 34d. per day. was paid back by 
you to government on all those bills? Yes, 
_ exclusive of a small loss at first, as explained 
in my evidence before the naval cemmission- 
ers,—Did- government lose the 33d. for the 
first day’s interest on all those bills? No 
_part of it; on the whole sum of 4,300,000l. 
not a shilling —That being the case, is the 
statement in that part of the eleventh report, 
where it is asserted that government lost one 
day’s interest on 26,053,8121. 3s. 6d. issued 
previous to the rgth December 1801, sup- 

osing that sum to include the 2,195,000. 
negociated by you before the rgih December 

1801, a correct statement?—Mbost certainly 

not. 

The further examination of sir Andrew Snape 

_ Hamomd, bart. taken the 31st of May, 
1805. 

_ In the appendix to the eleventh report, 

there is only the letter of Mr. Long, No. 6, 

directing the one 500,0001. did you receive 

subsequent orders from him for the issue of 
bills afterwards delivered to Mr. Glenny, 
and up to what period? I received specific 
orders for each issue of bills, originals of 
which orders I now produce; I received those 
orders from Mr. Long, while he remained 
secrefary to the treasury; the orders were ge- 
nerally given to the amount of s¢co,oool, at 
atime; but the bills to Mr. Glenny were 
only made out as the money was required.— 

ad you any conversation with Mr. Vansit- 


tartor other gentlemen belonging to the trea- 


sury, respecting the issue of bills delivered 
to Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, on or 
after the gth of September 1801? Yes, I 


remember having a conversation with Mr. 
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Vansittart about the first week in September 
in that year, on the subject of the deficiency _ 
of the grants, and of their not holding ont © 
to the end of the year, and stated to him 
that there was a prospect-that the deficiency 
would be upwards of 2,000,000l, for not. 
withstanding the considerable additional sum. 
which had been voted for the augmentation 
of 15,000 seamen in the beginning of that 
year, yet it was found in ‘September not to 
be equal to the year’s expenditure by the sum 
I have already stated.—What did Mr. Van- 
sittart desire yo to do in consequence of,that — 
representation? Mr. Vansittart proposed to 
resort to the same mode of paying the navy 
bills that might become due, as had been, 
adopted the year preceding; and here I 
think it necessary to state to the committee, . 
the great increase of expence that was incur- 
red in that year, besides the high price of all 
naval stores, by the augmentation of the . 
fleet, as, to the best of my recollection, be- | 
tween the beginning of February and end of. 
June 1801, there were upwards of eighty 
ships, frigates, sloops, and gun-brigs put in- 
to commission, in addition to the fleet which 
was the subject of the estimates of that ses- 
sion.—In what manner are the navy estimates 
formed? One estimate is formed according 
to the number of men voted by parliament, 
at the rate of 71. per man per month, includ- 
ing 5s. per man per month for ordnance, 
which goes directly to the ordnance board, 
the remaining 61. 15s. inclucies wages, vic- 
tuals, and wear and tear: there is another es- 
timate called the ordinary estimate, which 
includes the whole of the civil establishment 
of the navy, as well as the expences of the 
ships in ordinary; there is likewise an extra 
estimate, which includes the expence of 
building and repairing, and wages to work. 
men in the dock yards, and various other ob- 
jects; these three heads comprehend the esti- 
mates prepared by the navy and victualling 
boards: there is also another estimate made 
out by thetransport board, for transport servie 
ces,and for care of prisoners of war, and like- 
wise one from the sick and hurt board for 
sick prisoners: should there be a surplus, 
which sometimes happens, that is carried to 
the credit of the next year: On these five es- 
timates the whole of the grants for the naval 
services of the year are voted, and if those 
grants are not suflicient to pay the expence 
of the year, the overplus becomes an increase 
of debt, which is regularly stated to parlia 


ment in the ensuing year, the account being 


made up tothe 31st December annually.— 
Are there are any instances in your recollece - 
tion of any addition being made to such 
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grants for the services of ‘the year, in con- 
sequence of any subsequent occurrences? 
Previous to voting the seamen at 7]. per man, 
and when they were voted only at 4]. there 
were frequent aids granted by parliament to 
a considerable amount; since that period 


there have been some aids, which, to the 


best of my recollection, were about 300,000. 
in 1799, 1,000,0001 in 1801, and 
2,0c0,0001, in 1802; but, as I speak from 
recollection, I would recommend to the com- 
mittee to call for an account.—Do you mean 


to speak of any other aids than either an 


augmentation of the number of seamen, or 


-a vote in discharge of navy debt, or an ap- 


plication of the vote of credit, or of a part 
thereof, to the naval service? I desire, by 
way of answer to this question, to refer to the 
votes and journals; the committee may know 
the particulars by calling for an account from 
the navy office, in which the whole will be 
specifically stated.—In what form is the in- 
crease of debt, you have before eines 
stated to parliament? By a paper which"is 
entitled ** The Debt of the Navy,” and con- 
tains the various articles of the navy expen- 
dicure that remain unpaid.—When did the 
high price of all naval stores, referred to by 
you take place? It began in the year 1800, 
when the emperor of Russia shut his ports 
against the exportation to this country of all 
naval stotes, and continued until the prelimi- 
nary articles of peace were signed; during 
that time some of the most expensive articles 
were procured circuitously through neutral 
merchants.—Was there any great increase be- 
tween the latter end of 1800 and June 1801? 

believe it will appear that during that 
period, hemp rose in the London market, 
to-about 8ol. aton, from about 61 or 62; 
this will appear more correctly from the 
printed ** current prices; other naval stores 
rose considerably, though perhaps not in the 
same proportion.— When were the orders for 
the augmentation of the fleet in the year 
1801, before alluded to by you, first given ? 
I believe in January 1801, on the determi- 
nation to send a fleet into the jaltic.—Were 
the fifteen. months navy-bills regularly paid 


- when they became due? To the best of my 
recollection they were generally funded be- 


fore they became due.—Were those which 
were not funded before they became due, 
paid when they became due? Ido not re- 
collect any being in asrear of payment; I do 
not recollect any in arrear, nor any renewal, 
—Did such an unforeseen advance in the 
price of naval stores take place in the last six 
months of 1800, as could neither have been 
anticipated in January 1800, nor be taken 
Vou, V.~— Appendix, 


into the naval estimates at the time of their 
computation, in the early part of ‘that year? 
With respect to the provisions, I cannot tell 
from my own knowledge, but refer to the 
paper on the table of the committee from the 
victualling board ; but with respect to naval 
stores, and particulary forcign articles, the 
increase of expence principally arose from 
the hostility of the emperor of Ru-sia, which 
was not known till about the beginning of 
the month of August.—Have you any ob- 
jection to state the reasons why you objected 
under the sth sec. of 43 Geo. III. c. 16. to 
answer a question put to you by the commis- 
sioners of naval enquiry, which is stated in 
the appendix to the eleventh report? T 
have no objection to give my reasons 
for having declined to answer the question 
put to me by the commissioners of naval 
enguiry. It was not from any conscioussess 
of having acted illegally or improperly, but 
as they had had all the authorities for some 
time before them, on which I as comptroller 
and the navy board acted, viz. the navy 
board patent ; order in council of 1796; the 
admiralty order relative to it, together with 
the treasury order for the issue of the bills; 
and believing their question tended to draw 
forth some crimination of myself, and-not 
knowing what they might be acquainted 
with, and of which I was ignorant, I thought 
it right to object to answering the question, 
—Were you aware, or are you now awa'e of 
any thing in the authorities which you have 
enumerated, or in the acts of the 34th and 
37th of the king, regulating the issue of 
navy bills, which makes the conduct of the 
navy board in issuing the bills to Mr. Glens 
ny, and Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, il- 
legal or improper ?—I was not then, nor am 
now.— Are you aware of any other authorivies 
by which the conduct of the navy board in 
the issue of navy bills is regulated? I am 
not.—Did your refusal to answer the ques- 
tion arise solely from the apprehension that’ 
the comini:sioners might be acquainted with 
some authority, by which the issue of such 
bills was made illegal or improper, with 
which authority you were yourself unac- 
quainted? It did.—Did you conceive, when 
you were under examination before the com- 
missioners of naval enquiry, that you were 
jastified by sth sec. of act 43 Geo. III. ¢. 16. 
in declining to answer any question, under 
the penbeat apprehension that such answer 
might possibly criminate yourself, without 
being aware of any particular ground upon 
which it was probable that it would do so? 
I was not aware of any particular ground on 
which we criminate myself by the an- 
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swer, except, as I have said before, that the 
commissioners might be acquainted with some 
law of which I was ignorant, and therefore. 
~ [thought myself fully justified in declining to 
answer the question,—Previous to the act of 
Geo. III. what was the state of the navy 
bills with respect to the time they had to run, 
and what was the usual course of payment? 
‘They bore an interest after the first six 
months, but having no certain time of pay- 
ment, ‘they were generally at a very consi- 
derable discount, insomuch that I believe at 
the end of the American war they were up- 
wards of 18 per cent. discount.—Do you 
remember at what discount they were imme- 
diately before the passing of that act? I be- 
lieve they. were nearly about 15 per cent. to 
the best of my recollection. —Were shose bills 
issued for the same species of services for 
which the fifteen-months bills, and ninety- 
day bills, have been issued? Yes, they were. 
+—Was the account of the navy debt,made 
up at that time, as now, to the 31st of De- 
. cember in each year? Yes, exactly the same. 
+—Did such of those bills as were pokes. 
make part of the navy debt, an account o 
which was laid before parliament? All the 
bills outstanding on the 31st Dec. in each 
year, composed one of the articles in the 
navy debt, which was laid before parliament. 
—Was the amount of navy debt ac that ume 
limited by any act of parliament, or previ- 
ous resolution of the honse of commons? 
Certainly nét.—Was the credit of navy bills 
considerably redeemed by the operation of 
the act of the 34th of the king, limiting the 
term of payment of the bills to fifteen 
months? It was for a time; and at the com- 
mencement of it the bills bore a very small 
discount, but as the war went on and money 
became more scarce, the discount progres- 
§ively increased until the end of the year 
1796, when it amounted to upwards of 14 
e cent. which was a loss to the public.— 
Were such of those fifteen months bills as 
were ouistanding atthe end of each year, part 
of the navy debt, annually laid before par- 
Jiament? Yes.—Was the credit of navy 
bills csnsiderably redeemed by.the act of the 
37th of the king, which made them payable 
in godays? I conceive it to be the most be- 
neficial act that ever passed for the payment 
of the navy, as it totally did away the possi- 
bility of any discount whilst their credit was 
supported ; and in the first year after the act 
passed, namely, 1797, there was an actual 
_ saving to the public (supposing the discount 
to have continued at the rate it was at pre- 
vious to the passing of the act) of 8 or 
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go0,000l. and in the subsequent yeats, when 
the expenditure was larger, the saving must 
have been considerably greater; the commit. 
tee will therefore see the great consequence 
it was of to prevent these bills getting into 
discredit.—Is it not probabie that, even upon 
the same scale of expenditure, the discount | 
would have been sanel greater in the subse. 
quent years if the act of 37th Geo. ITI. had 
not passed? My opinion is, that had not 
that act passed, the discount would have con. 
siderably risen from the progressive manner 
in which it did rise in the laiter part of the 
year 1796.—Are you of opinion that a great 
saving had also been made in the prices of alf 
naval supplies, in consequence of the cer- 
tainty that the contractors had of being paid 
with punctuality? This mode of payment 
the navy board considered so much better for 
the merchant, that they exacted a credit of 
three months before they issued the bills to 
the contractors, by which a considerable sav. 
ing of course accrued to the public; and F 
have no reason to believe that the contracts 
upon all great concerns, were not made upon 
as beneficial terms for the public as if they 
had been paid in ready money, for I believe 
the goods were purchased at as low a price. 
— Have these ninety-day bills fallen to a dis- 
count at any period since their first issue? 
No.—Do you believe that they could have 
maintained their credit, if any holder of 
them, when he presented them for payment, 
had not been satisfied? Certainly not.—Do 
you mean that no holder of a ninety-day bill 
was ever delayed when he presented it fot 
payment? I can only say that such a cir- 
cumstance never came to my knowledge.— 
Were such of these bills as were outstanding 
at the end of the year, part of the navy debt, . 
annually laid before parliament? Yes— 
Were such of those bills issued to Mr. Glenny, 
and Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny respec. 
tively, as were outstanding at the end of the 
years 1800 and 1801 respectively, part of the 
navy debt laid before parliament in the ensuing 
years? Yes; those issued in the last three 
months of 1800, stood in the navy debt of 
the 31st of December as bills outstanding ; 
those that were issved in the early part o 
1801, were of course paid off in that year” 
when due; those issued in the last three 
months of that year, stood in the navy debt 
of 31st December as outstanding.—Have 
you a list of those bills, distinguishing such 
as were paid in the year in which they were 
issued, and such as form part of the navy 
debt, laid before parliament in the ensoin 
year? Yes, and which I now produce; it 
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_will state when the bills were paid off, as I 
have described *.—Were these bills ever at a 
discount? Never. — Under what descrip. 
tion were these bills submitted to parliamen:? 
Under the head of ¢ bills outstanding in the 
“navy debt.’—Were there comprised under 
that head other ninety day bills, regularly 
issued for the current service of the navy? 
Yes, there was no distinction whatever made. 
—You having stated that the fifreen-months 
bills were at umes at a considerable discount, 
did not that proceed from the amount of them 
kept in circulation? The amount of them 


I think mi,ht have had some effect, but the} 


principal cause [take to have beep that they 
only bore 4 per cent. interest, which unfor- 
tunately laid a ground for the discount from 
the first day.—Are you able to state whether 
the average amount of fifteen-months navy 
bills, in circulation from 1794 to 1797, con- 
siderably exceeded the average amount of the 
ninety-day bills from the period of their be- 
ing first issued? I am not, from memory, 
able.—Are you of opinion that the introduc- 
tion of the ninety-day navy bills has consi- 
derably lessened the amount of navy bills in 
circulation? Most assuredly. —You, having 
in one of your answers to the commissioners 
of naval enquiry (page 498 of the eleventh 
report) stated, ‘* that the expedient of issuing 
new bills to pay those becoming due, was 
absolutely necessary to keep up there credit ;” 
would it have been so if the treasury had sup- 
plied the treasurer of the navy with moncy 
for that purpose, derived from other soucces ? 
No.—In number 19, in the appendix to 
the eleventh report, the amount of nintey- 
day bills, issued from the navy office from the 
26th December 1796 to the rgth of Decem- 
ber 1801, is stated at 19,747,835). 115. 11d. 
dn pages 516 and 518, appendix oo, 
Jo, the amouat of the bills issued to Mr. 
Glenny, previous to roth December 1801, 
appears to be 2,195,000].; is the amounc of 
those issued to Mr, Glenny incladed in the 
said general amount, no, 19? It isx—What 
was the rate of interest thac the public paid 
for'the bills discounted by Mr. Goldsmid ? 
The bills to Mr. Glenny had an_ interest 

on them of 33d,.per diem; but when Mr. 
‘Goldsmid discounted the bills, he discounted 
them at 5 per cent, per annum; the differ- 
ence was rendered back to: the navy office in 
his account.--Was there any other charge at- 


* Note.—This list, afterwards, appeared 
Rot to be sufficiently distinct, and was with- 
drawn, Vide Sit Andsew Snape Hamond’s 
answer to the last. question put to him ist 
June; infra p.clxvi, 
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tending the negociating of those bills, be- 
sides Mr. Goldsmid’s brokerage of 1-8th per 
cent. There was not, ’ 
The further examination of sir Andrew Snape 

Hamond, bart. taken the ist of Fune 1805+ 

Is there any period of the yeer at which 
the navy board takes into particular consi- 
deration the adequacy of the grants to the 
probable exigency of the service? In the 
month of September the navy board endea- | 


-vours to collect, from the several dock yards 


and the different departments of the navy 

the whole of the expenditure and debt, whict 

is made up on the 30th of September, and is 
called ** a catch debt,” as being only a rough 
calculation; but on the 31st of December a 
more exact estimate is prepared for parlia- 
ment, which is called the navy debt for the 
year.—-Does the estimate so formed in Sep- 
tember enable the board to ascettain how far 
the grants of the year will be adequa‘e to the 
services? It certainly does enable the board 
to form an opinion on what may be required 
for carrying on the service to the end of the 
year, and unless any particular articles of ex- 


‘pence or diminution of expenditure shall at 


that time appear, the calculation is made by 
taking one-fourth part of the grants in the 
year; and this estimate is communicated to. 
the treasury and admiralty.—Is that period, 
then, the earliest at which this official commu- 
nication isordinarily made? It is.-Can you 
state what part of thewhole sum of 4, 300,c00!. 
issued on ninety-day bills to Messrs. Glenny 
was applied towards the discharge of part of 
those bills, and how much remained to supply 
the actual deficiency of the naval grants of 
the respective years? I cannot answer it from 
memory, but must refer to the office, if the 
committee should choose to call for such an 
account, but which I conceive would be very 
difficul: to make out, 
The examination of the right hon, NicHoLas 
VANSITTART, taken the ist of Fune 1805. 
Will you state the circumstances that led 
to the issue of navy bills to Messrs. Donald- 
son and Glenny, in September 1801? In 
the beginning of September 1801, when the 
navy board laid their annual estimate before 
the treasury, of the sums which would be 


wanted for the naval service during the ré- 


maining months of the year, I had a conver- 
sation with Mr, Alcock, the chief’ clerk in 
the revenue branch in the treasury, on the 


| great deficiency which appeared upon com- 


paring that estimate, which amounted to a- 

bout 5,166,c00], with the sum_ remaining in 

the exchequer of the naval grants for 1801, 

which was only 1,584,000l, I must observe 

to latter sum is some- 
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what different from what appears in the ac- 
count from the navy office, laid before the 
house of commons on the 21st May last, in 
which the sum remaining unapplied of the 
. grants for naval services for the year 1891, on 
the 1st of September jn that year, iss:ated at 
2,803,0581. because this latter sum includes 
1,000,0001, which was paid out of the vote 
of credit to the treasur:r of the navy, by a 
subsequent order, and also includes the ba- 
Jance in the treasurer of the navy’s hands, On 
conversing with Mr, Alcock on the means of 
supplying this deficiency, we first considered 
how much of the vote of credit might be ap- 
plied to naval services, and as very large sums 
were drawn upon the paymaster general and 
the treasury, for the expences of the army in 
Fgip', we agreed to represent to the ‘chan- 
cellor of the exchequer, that not more than 
1,0c0,000l. could be applied to naval ser- 
vices, and that sum was afterwards accord- 
ingly paid to the treasurer of the navy. Mr. 
Alcock then said, that if it was thought un- 
adviseable to call parliament together early 
_enough to pass a vote of supply for naval ser- 
‘vice, before the time when the grants for the 
year would be exhausted, a temporary ac- 
commodation might be obtained by selling 
‘navy bills, which he said had been before 
‘practised in cases of great diffiealty. I said 
that sach a mode appeared to me irregular, 
‘but that I would speak to sir Andrew Snape 
Hamond about it, and recommend it to the 
chancellor of the exchequer, if it appeared 
to be indispensably necessary for the public 
service. I accordingly saw sir Andrew Snape 
‘Hamond, and we agreed, upon conversa ion, 
‘that it was the best expedient which the exi- 
gency of the case admitted of. I then sub- 
mitted the result of our conversation to the 
chancellor of the exchequer, and he said that 
it was of so much imporiance to postpone the 
‘meeting of parliament, till the negociations 
for peace then pending, could be brought to 
a conclusion, that it was necessary to carry 
on the service in the mean time by such means 
“as could be devised, and, upon the whole, 
he approyed of this expedient as the least ob- 
jectionable which occurred to us—What was 
the reason for the issue of these bills being 
“continged to the sth of May 1802? Parlia- 
"ment met the sh of October 1801, and a 
_vote of supply for the navy, for three months, 
~ passed on the oth of November; on the 12th 
’ of February following, the sum of 2,000,000l. 
was granted for the reduction of the navy 
‘debt; but, as during the whole of that time 
the negociation for a definitive treaty of peace 
was carrying on, it appeared to the chancel- 


Jor of the exchequer to be impossible to con- 
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clude a loan on fair terms, between the pub- 
lic and the contracting parties; and as the ~ 
only means of raising money for the public 
service, beyond the produce of the annual 
taxes, was by issuing exchequer bills on the 
instalments of a future loan, it was impossi- 
ble to raise a sufficient supply of cash to pay 
off the navy bills, which had been renewed, . 
and at the,same time to provide for the cur. 
rent service, On the 11th of March two 
months further supply was voted upon esti. 
mate for the navy; the definitive treaty wag 
signed the 27th of March, and upon the sth 
of April the loan was contracted for; on the 
15th the loan act received the royal assent, 
At that time 8,100,c00l. had been raived by 
exchequer bills, viz. 5,0c0,000l. by a vote 
on the r1th December 18013; 2,100 o0ol, 
on the 24th of February; and 1,000,co0l, 
on the igth of March, on the Joan; and on 
the 14th of April, the day preceding the 
passing of the act, the whole of the ways and 
means which had been granted by parliamenr, 
were entirely exhausted, the first instalment 
of the loan was therefore absolutely necessar 

for the current service, except what was paid 
in the discharge of the exchequer bills grant. 
ed vponit; but upon the second instalment 
of the loan, the sale and renewal of navy 
bills was put a stop to, and has never since 
been renewed,—Can you state to the com. 
mittee in what manner the sum raised by the 
sale of navy hills, in the years 1801 and 
1802, were ultimately replaced hy parliay 
ment? [ believe they were paid off as they 
became due, together with other bills bears 
ing the same dates, partly out of the votes 
for the current service of the year, and partly 
out of the vote of 2,000,000]. for reduction 
of navy debt.—Can you state out of which 
particular vote for the current service of the 
year? I cannot, for I believe it to be the 
practice to pay navy bills as they become due, 
out of any monies in the hands of the trea- 
surer of the navy, applicable to any naval 
services.—When the 8,000,000]. of exche- 
quer bills, you have mentioned, were issued, 
between November 1801, and May 1802; 
do you recollect what discount exchequer 
bills were at the most of that time? I cannot 
answer positively from recollection, it may 
easily be ascertained by reference to the print- 
ed stock papers, but I believe they were at 
no discount whatever, partly because being 
charged on thevinstalments of the loan, they 
were very acceptable in the city, and partly 
because the unfunded debt had been greatly 
reduced, by funding eight millions and aa 
half of exchequer bills in November 1801.—~ 
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not taken place in that period, and similar 
sums had been raised by exchequer bills, that 
those bills would have been at a discount? 
[believe that there would have been great 
- difficulty in raising money on exchequer bills 

during part of that period, previous to the 

funding exchequer bills in November, and 
_ that exchequer bills would have been at a 
considerable discount, if more had been 
thrown into the market at subsequent periods ; 
as one circumstance which [ omitted to men- 
tion, was, that in the course of that period, 
the bank made considerable advances upon 
exchequer bills; but previous to the meeting 
of pariiament no further issue of exchequer 
bills could have taken place, beyond the 
grants for the year, without a direct breach 
of the act of parliament,—What amount of 
exchequer bills would have answered the pur- 
pose of government, so as to render it unne- 
cessary to issue navy bills? Ido not know what 
thie actual amount of money raised by the sale 
of navy bills may have been, without which 
it is impossible to answer that question; but 
I have already said, that I think the issue of 
exchequer bills was carried as fat as it could 
be without material inconvenience.—Did the 
outstanding navy bills, issued in consequence 
of the excess of the expenditure above the 
grants of the preceding year, form a distinct 
item of the navy estimates for the year 1802? 
The amount of navy bills does not appear 
upon the navy estimates, but it forms a part 
of the account of navy debt laid before the 
house of commons, made up to 31st Dect m- 
ber in each year.—The navy, bills issued to 
Donaldson and Glenny, during the years 
1801 and 1802, being continued for the pur- 
pose of paying off those first issued, did not 
government pay interest upon the interest, as 
well as the principal of the money firs: raised ? 
I take it for granted, that if government were 
obliged to pay off navy bills as they became 
due, by means of borrowing money in what- 
ever way, they must pay interest for what 
was applied to discharge the interest ypon 


the navy bills, as well as the principal.—Sup- | 


posing the interest to be at the same rate 
vce the navy bills issued to Donaldson and 

lenny as upon other navy ‘bills, did any 
peculiar disadvantage arise to government, in 
respect to the interest payable on the bills to 
Donaldson and Glenny, that would not have 
‘arisen upon the other bills None whatever, 
80 far as I am a judge, 
The examination of the right hon. Joun Sut- 

LIVAN, taken the ist of June 1805. 

Had you, between the 18th February and 
gist April 1804, any direct personal com- 
Munication with earl St, Vincent, on the 
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subject of the stone expedition? I had, I 
bélieve, three or four such communications 
with earl St. Vincent on that subject; one I 
particularly remember! sng, in consequence 
of some suspicion cast upon one of the parties 
employed for the purpose of that expedition, 
required of the person to accompany me to 
earl St. Vincent, and, baving requested of 
earl St. Vincent to examine that person upon 
the subject of that suspicion, I left the per- 
son in earl St. Vincent’s closet, and went 
away, and was afterwards informed by earl 
St. Vincent that ke was satisfied by the exa- 
mination.—Was earl St. Vincent that mem- 
ber of the admiralty hoard with whom you 
had principally communication on the sub- 
ject of the stone expedition? He was.— 
Had you any conversation with him previ- 
ously to the 18th February? I do not recol- 
lect positively as to the dates.—In any of the 
conversations which you had with earl Sr. 
Vincent, respecting the stone expedition, did 
he express to you his disapprobation of it? 
He did not.—Did it appear from any thing 
that passed between you and earl St. Vincent 
personally, that he was apprised that the pre- 
parations for that expedition were conducted 
by the comptroller of the navy? Ido not 
recollect having had any conversation with 
earl St. Vincent, relative to the preparations 
having been placed under the directions of 
the comptroller of the navy; but I know that 
the secretary of state did, by letter, inform 
earl St. Vincent that he had placed the ma- 
nagement under the comptroller of the navy; 
I believe it bears date the gth of February.— 
Do you know, of your own knowledge, 
whether there was an answer to that letter? 
I do, and it will be found in the secretary of 
state’s office.—Did you, upon the whole of 
the transaction, conceive that the secret naval 
service for which the sum of 16,000l. was 
advanced to Me:srs, Hammersley, was per- 
formed under the express authority and dir.c- 
tion of the earl St. Vincent? I understood 
sir Andrew Snape Hamond to act in this ser- 
vice under the direction he had received trom 
the secretary of state, which direction was 
by the secretary of state communicated to 
earl St, Vincent.—By what authority did 
you signify to sir Andrew Snape Hamond, 
on the 18th of February, that earl St. Vin- 
cent app:oved much of the direction of the 
expedition being with him (sir Andrew 
Snape Hamond)?. Qn the authority of earl 
St. Vincent’s letter to the secretary of state 
on that subject, b-fore referred to.—Did 
you understand earl St. Vincent to know, that 
it was intended to defray the expence atrend- 
ing the stone expedition, in the first instance, 
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from the money voted for naval. services? I 
did understand earl St, Vincent to know that 
the money for that service was, in the firs: 
instance, tg be furnished by the comptroller 
of the navy, under whose direction it was 
ag bur that it was finally to be replaced 
the treasury.—Do you understand earl St. 
Vincent’s opinion, expressed in his letter to 
sir Andrew Snape Hamond of 10th March, 
that the whole expence was to be defrayed by 
the treasury, to refer only to the ultimate re- 
placing, by the treasury, of the money se 
applied, in the first instance, by the comp 
troller of the navy? ‘That ceriainly is my 
understanding of the words.—Was it frow 
our own personal communication with ear! 
St. Vincent, that you formed this opinion ? 
I formed this opinion principally from the 
written commanication that was made by the 
secretary of state to earl St. Vincent on the 
subject, and to which I have before referred. 
—Do you know of any order having been 
given by earl St. Vincent relating to this ex- 
pedition? I do.—Was it a verbal order, or 
inwriting? It was a letter from earl St. 
Vincent to lord Keith, I believe, of 23d Fe- 
bruary.—In whose possesion is that letter? 
I apprehend lord Keith’s. 


The examination of Ew an Law, of. taken the 


3d of Fune 1805. 

Were you one of the commissioners of 
naval enqu:ry present at the first_ examination 
of Mr. Abraham Goldsmid, no. 11, of the 
appendix to the eleventh report? I was.— 
ds the evidence which was given by Mr. 
Goldsmid before the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, onthe 25th June 1804, fully stated 
in that number of the Appendix to the rth 
report? It it is meant whether all chat Mr, 
Goldsmid intended should be considered and 
t»ken down as answers to the questions put to 
him, I believe it is; I know not that any 
thing was omitted.— Do you mean all thatMr. 
Goldsmid intended as answers to the five 
questions reported in no. 11, or all that he 
intended as answers to all the questions put to 
him on the 25th June 1804, on the subject 
of the issue of navy bills to Mr. Glenny, or 
Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny? 1 am not 
aware of any other answers that he gave that 
were immediately applicable to the issue of 
those bills, though I must observe that it is 
very possible, that in the long description of 
a variety of matters which he chose to enter 
into, there may have been things in his con- 
ception of the subject, at the time or since, 
which he may think might or ought to have 

_ been taken down; what I mean is, that there 
Wes uo intention in the commissioners of 
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naval enquiry of withholding from their re. 
port any thing that was material to the sub. 
ject under their inyestigation. 1 think it. 
1 kewise proper to observe to the committee, 
that, previous to Mr. Goldsmid’s examina. 
tion of the 25th Jone 1804, stated in the © 
appendix to the 11th report, he was on the 
same day (and I think without any other ex. 
amination intervening) examined respecting © 
the issue of exchequer bills to the treasurer h 
the navy, which examination appears in the 
appendix to the 1oth report, Were an 
other questions in writing, relative to the ig. 
sue of the bills to Mr, Rian or Messrs, 
Donaldson and Glenny, put to Mr. Gold. 
smid on the 25th June, except those which 
appearin no. 11? I have no recollection 
of any other questions so put to him, nor do 
I believe that any others were so put ro him 
than those which, appear in no. 11.—Do the 
commissioners of naval enquiry always reduce 
to writing those questions which are put to 
the witnesses before them, as a part of their 
examination? It is their constant practice 
so to do,— Have you any reason to believe, 
that that practice was deviated from in the 
exainination of Mr. Goldsmid on the 25th of 
June, as stated:in the 11th repore? I have 
not.—Did the commissioners reduce into 
writing the whole of the answers given by 
Mr. Goldsmid on 25th June, to thé questions. 
then proposed to him in writing by the com. 
missioners, and set forth in no. 11? Whe. 
ther all that Mr. Goldsmid said, between th 
time that the question was read to him, and 
the answer given, as it appears in the exami- 
nation, was taken down, it is impossible for 
me to say, as he was with great difficulty 
brought back from his own digressions to the 
consideration of the questions put to him; 
but that the answer taken down was the answer 
which he rested upon, and all that I believe he 
considered necessary to state, 1 am fully con- 
vinced. Our method is after a question is pro- 
ed tothe witness,and his answer taken down, 
immediately to read to him both the question 
and his answer, that it may be then corrected 
or added to in any way that he may think fit; 
when the examination is concluded, all the 
questions and answers are again read over to © 
him, and the witness is at that time particus 
larly desired to attend to see that his evidence 
is correct, and is then allowed to expunge, 
alter, or add to any part of it, in the manner 
he pleases, If I am asked whether all that 
Mr. Goldsmid said, during the time that he 
was in the board room was taken down, I 
should certainly say 1 believe not one hunds 
redth part of it, #s he entered into a ree 
of himself, and a variety of matters not ma 
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al in any shape to the subject of his exami- 
anes bit, i have before observed, there 
was no design in the commissioners to keep 
back any part of the evidence, nor do I be- 
lieve that it was done.—Was there on that 
day any examination of Mr. Goldsmid, by 
the commissioners, except by questions in 
writing? Not what I consider as examina- 
tion.—Were there any questions put to Mr. 
Goldsmid, or any conversation between Mr. 
Goldsmid and the commissioners, or any of 
them, tending to impress apon their minds 
the utility of, or advantage to the public, re- 
_ sulting from the issue of the navy bills to Mr 
Glenny, and Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny ? 
Ido not recollect any such questions or con- 
versations, though I will not undertake to 
state all that passed in the convers<tions, 
with Mr, Goldsmid —If such questions or 
Conversations had passed, should you have 
considered them as a material subject of your 
investigation, so as to have induced you to 
have taken them down by way of regular 

vestion and answer, as part of Mr. Gold- 
gmid’s examination? The examination of 
Mr. Goldsmid related to the share that he 
had in the negociation of these bills; I do 
not know that I should have looked to him 
for an opinion as to the utility or necessity of 
the measure, and I should not probably have 
considered it necessary to have it taken down; 
but the committee will be pleased to consi- 
der that I am here speaking for myself indi- 
vidually,—Was there any diffrence of opi- 
nion between the commissioners present, as 
to the proptiety of omitting any thing that 
Mr. Goldsmid said, while before you on 
25th June, which you have stated wa, not 
thought fit to reduce into writing? I do 
not know that-there was any difference of 
opinion, because I do not know the matter 
became a subject of discussion.—Did ‘the 
commissioners of naval enquiry consider the 
question of the necessity or utility of issuing 
the bills negociated by Mr. Goldsmid, for 
the sapport of public credit, to be a point 
connected with the subject of their enquiry ? 

t did not appear to us that it was requisite 
to make any particular enquiry into the ne- 
cessity of the measure, judging that whatever 
the exigency might be, the proper mode of 

roviding for it, was by an application to 
parliament; with respect to the advantage or 
utility of the measure, we did not consider 
that there was any objection to it on that 
account ; the money was raised at a very mo- 
derate rate of interest or expence, and pos- 
sibly in a cheaper way than it could other- 
wise have been procured; we took care in our 
Feport, to guard against any imputation of cor- 
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rupt or improper means of carrying the mea- 
sure into execution, it was what we conceiv- 
ed the illegality of it, which we thought it 
was our duty to notice; the cheap rate of 
raising the money was so obvious, that it 
did not seem to require any enquiry to sub. 
stantiate that fact. J would here also wish 
the committee to consider me as giving par- 
ticularly my own opinion on the subject, 
though I am not aware it differs from that of 
the other members of the board.—If any 
witness had stated to you any fact or opinion, 
tending to shew the necessity or utility of the 
measure in question, should you have thought 
such a statement irrelevant to the matter then 
under your consideration? We have never 
refused to put down whateyer might: be of- 
fered in evidence by any witness, without 
considering whether it was immediately re- 
levant to the subject matter of the investiga- 
tion going on, I probably should not have 
thought matter stated on the necessity or uti- 
lity of this measure sufficiently material; but 
there are so many shades of difference both 
in the matter and manner of what may be 
stated in such a case, that I should ;rather 
have been asked as to a particular matter of 
fact, than what I might or might not do un- 
der particular circumstances; bat if any 
thing had been said tn the way of evidenee, 
it would have been taken down. I conceive 
in this point the commissioners must exercise 
a proper discretion.—If Mr, Goldsmid had | 
stated to you, that the measore in ques‘ion 
was in his opinion indispensably necessary, 
or materially useful for the support of public 
credit, and had offered to your consideration 
facts and reasonings in support of such an 
opinion, should you have thought it proper 
or not to have enrered into that enquiry? I 
have already stated my reasons for thinking it 
was not indispensably necessary, which I am 
not inclined to think any account that Mr. 
Goldsmid could. have given would have al- 
tered; I might not therefore have thought it 
necessary to have proceeded further in the 
enquiry as to this point. I have already 
stated, that I do not recollect that such a 
statement was made by Mr. Goldsmid, and 
I hope this committee will allow me to ob- 
ject to answering questions of this sort ia 
matters to which Fesoate speak upon recol- 
lection.—[ Question repeated] 
The further examination of Ewan Law, esge 
taken the 5th of Fune 1805. 
If Mr. Goldsmid had stated to you, that 
the measure in question, was in his opinion 
indispensably necessary, or materially useful 
for the support of public credit, and had of- 
fered to your consideration facts and reason- 
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ings in support of such an opinion, should 
you have thought it proper or not to have 
entered into that enquiry ? Had it occurred 
to me to take into consideration what I should 
have done, had such representations been 
made by Mr. Goldsmid, I should have prob- 
ably been now able to answer thé question, 
bot that not having been the case it is morally 
impossible for me to do so, as I cannot say 
what I should have done at the time under 
such circumstances; I have, however, tio he- 
sitation to state that which I now think upon 
the subject, namely, that what Mr. Goid- 
smid might have said on the necessity of ex- 
pediency of the measure, would not have in- 
duced me to propose the entering into the 
enquiry; I beg leave to add, that as 1 before 
stated, that I did not recollect any such com- 
munication as that alluded to having been 
made by Mr. Goldsmid; Iam now confirm- 
ed in my opinion that he has been mistaken 
in stating that he had made such a commu- 
nication.—Can you now state positively, on 
your further recollection, whether Mr Gold- 
_ smid did or did not state any thing on the 
subject of the necessity or utility of this mea- 
sure? I cannot say positively, but I firmly 
believe he did not.— You having stated that 
Mr. Goldsmid went into very long degres- 
sions, are you confident in your belief and 
recollection, that no part of those digressions 
related to the necessity or expediency of the 
measure? I donot recollect, nor do I be- 
lieve that they did.— You having stated you 
believed that not one hundredth part of what 
Mr. Goldsmid stated before the commission- 
ers of naval enquiry, is recorded in their re- 
port, do you mean that no part of the re- 
maining ninety-nine parts had reference to 
the necessity or expediency of the, measure? 
I do mean that I helieve so.—Were the 
questions put to Mr. Goldsmid on the 25th 
of June, and recorded in the report, prepared 
beforehand, or were they framed out of the 
matter that arose in the course of his exami- 
nation? I firmly believe that they were pre- 
pared beforehand.—Did you conceive, then, 
that nothing was material to your enquiry, so 
faras Mr. Goldsmid wasconcerned, except the 
matters to which those questions so previously 
prepared were directed? Ido conceive that 
to have been the case; had any other questions 
occurred to meat the time, I should have 
roposed them to have been taken down.— 
Did the naval commissioners pat. no other 
questions to Mr Goldsmid than those which 
are recorded in the report? I am not aware 
of it, but I cannot speak poritinely to this 
point, there possibly might have been expla- 
natory questions, or others. which I do.not re- 
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collect.—If there were any other questions 
put to Mr. Goldsmid, were they put to him, 
after he had been sworn? I should imagine 
they were.—Did the naval commissioners put: 
questions, or receive the evidence of any other 
person, touching the necessity or utility of 
the measure? No other questions. were put 
that I recollect, but such as appear in the 
appendix to the 11th report.—On what 
foundation ot.evidence did the naval com. 
missioners state, that they could not admit 
the measure to have been indispensably ne. 
cessaty for the support of public credit (vide 
1ith report, p. 486.)? ‘They proceeded on 
the idea, that the irregular method adopted 
for raising money could not be indispensably 
necessary, when parliament could have effect. 
ed the supply by othet means. I must own 
it did not appear to me necessary fo call evi. 
dence to that point.—When the naval com. 
missioners state themselves to have enquired, 
whether the difficulties in obraining money 
for the service of the navy, stated to have 
existed in the years 1800, 1801, and 1802, 
arose frorh any unusual deficiencies in the 
navy estimates for those years, do you con. 
ceive that that enquiry had no reference to 
the necessity or xm oper sd of the measure in 
question? It might refer to the measure of 
raising money, but 1 do not conceive that it 
related to the necessity or expediency of 
taking that method of doing it—Were the 
naval commissioners apprized of the manner 
in which the navy estimates are prepared? I 


do not know that they were very perfectly 


informed upon that subject; but [ think 
some information was given to them by sir 
Andrew Snape Hamond in his evidence; it 
may be useful here to observe, that the inten- 
tion of the commissioners of naval enquiry 
being to state a matter of irregularity suffi. 
ciently obvious from the nature of it, they 
did not go into an investigation with that 
minuteness which they might otherwise have 
done.—Was it not the intention of the come 
missioners of naval enquiry, to state any Cite 
cumstances that might tend to juscify or exe 
tenuate the act which they thought illegal? 
The commissioners directed their enquiry 
principally to what regarded the conduct of 
the naval department placed under their ine 
spection, in the issue of the bills in question, 
The state of the exchequer, and other matters 
politically relating to this subject, belong 10 
the department of the treasury ; they there. 
fore did not carry the enquiry so far as to en 
able them to'state what circumstances might 
be brought in justification or extenuation of 
the measure.— Did the commissioners consi- 
der the prices of victualling and naval. stores 
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in the years 1800 and 18or, as matters un- 
der the cognizance of the naval department 


of government? Certainly. — Did they 
make any enquiry into the prices of naval and 
victualling stores at the period when the bills 
in question were issued? ‘They did not.— 
Does the observation made by the naval com- 
missioners (p.- 486 of the rith report); 
viz. ‘ it was certainly proper that the 
public credit should be supported ; but we 
cannot admit that this measure was indis- 
pensably necessary, for that purpose,” refer 
to the conduct of the naval department, 
or to that of the department of the treasury ? 
The observation made in the report applies 
to part of an answer given by sir Andrew 
Snape Hamond (pages 497 and 498) viz. 
« the great object therefore was to keep 
up the credit of the ninety-day bills; and as 
no fund was exclusively set apart for the pay- 
ment of them, the amount being perfectly 
uncertain, the expedient of issuing new bills 
to pay those becoming due, was absolutely 
necessary to keep up their credit;” the mini- 
sterial part of the transaction belonging to 
the navy board, and we have stated that they 
had orders from the lords of the treasury for 
the issue of these hills; but if the public cre- 
dit was to be supported, it could only be 
done by measures carried into effect under 
the orders of the executive government; and 
in that light the observation refers to the de- 
partment of the treasury.—Did not the neces- 


facts and considerations principally in the 
cognizance of the executive government? 
| Yes, I think they did.—Did the commis- 
sioners think themselves at liberty to enquire 
into any thing that the treasury inighe have 
to alledge in their justification? ‘Ihey did 
not,—lIs all that sir A. S. Hamond stated, 
by way of objection to aaswer the question 
put to him in page 498, fully stated in that 
part of the appendix? I believe the whole 
is very exactly stated.——-Had you been led to 
understand, when sir A. S. Hammond ob- 
jected to answer that question, that he did so 
without having in his contemplation at the 
time any specific grounds upon which such 
answer would have criminated himself; would 


tion? Certainly not; I took it for granted 
that his objection applied to the question put 
to him, relative to the power of the navy 
board or comptroller to draw bills otherwise 
than for services performed, &c. as it was di- 
rectly in answer to that question that his ob- 
jecti¢n was made.—Did any. thing pass at any 
subsequent period, to lead you to believe sir 
A. 'S. Hamond had declined answering that 
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uestion, without having any specific grounds 
or apprehending that the answer might cri- 
minate himself? There did not; I consi- 
dered sir A, S. Hamond’s objection to answer, 
to be that which alone entitled him to be per- 
mitted to decline it, namely, what is set 
forth in the sth clause, and nothing did oc- 
cur afterwards to make me alter my opinion. 
—It appearing in page 502, that the com- 
missioners asked the following question of 
sir A.S. Hamond. Did the expences’ of 
the navy, since the establishment of the nine- 
ty-day bills, in the years in which money was 
raised by the bills issued as before described, 
exceed the estimate in a greater degree than 
the years preceeding in which this measure 
was not had recourse to;” and that sir A. S. 
Hamond’s answer was as follows: ** 1 must 
refer to the expéence of the navy for those 
years, for an answer to the question;” was 
sir A. S, Hamond or any one else desired by 
the commissioners to make a reference to the 
expence of the navy for those years? I bes 
lieve not.—Were there upon Mr Goldsmid’s 
examination, before any written questions 
were put down, several conversations by him 
with the commissioners, to make them un- 
derstand the use of the measure, conducted by 
way of question and answer, as here? Cer. 
tainly not.—If there had been any such con- 
versations so conducted, do you think you 
must have recollected it? I think I must.— 
Was there a rough copy made of Mr. Gold- 
smid’s examination, and twas there a fair copy 
afterwards made for himto sign? Ihave no 
doubt but there was.—Was any alteration 
made in the fair copy, other than by his desire 
or with his assent?) I am not aware that any - 
alteration was made in the fair copy, and L 
think I can speak with certainty, if there was 
thar it was by his desire. —Did the fait copy 
correspond with the rough, and if it differed 
in any particular, was such difference made 
at the request or with the consent of Mr. 
Goldsmid? I do not recollect that there 
was any difference between the foul and the 
fair copy, and have no doubt that if'any such 
difference had arisen, it would have been rec- 
tified, so that the fair copy should exhibit 
the question and answer as understood by 
Mr. Goldsmid._Had Mr. Goldsmid, before - 
he signed his examination, full opportunity 
given to him to make such alterations as he 
thought proper in the answers taken down ? 
Certainly.—Was it clearly explained to ‘Mr. 
Goldsmid, that he was entitled at that time 
to make any such alterations? Ihave no 
doubt that it was, because it isthe established, 
and 1 believe, the invariable practice of the 
commissioners to do so.—Had Mr. Golde 
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smid any reason given to him by the com- 
missioners to expect that any other evidence 
or examination, would be inserted by them 
in this report, except such as he signed in 
their presence? I believe there was not, and 
I think it impossible it should be so,—-Do 
you mean that the whole of what was taken 
down originaily in. the course of Mr, Gold- 
smid’s examination, was transcribed into the 
fair copy? Iam persuaded that every an- 
swer given by Mr. Goldsmid was transcrib- 
ed into the fair copy as given by him, unless 
any alterations were previously made in the 
foul copy by his desire.—Do you mean to 
‘state this respecting all the answers Mr. 
Goldsmid gave in the course of his exami- 
nation, or only respecting those answers which 
were given by him to the questions which 
you have stated to have been previously pre- 
pared? I mean this to apply to any of the 
answers given by Mr. Goldsmid, if there 
_ were any given to questions not previously 
prepared. I have before stated my belief 
that the questions to Mr. Goldsmid were 
previously written, but it is pos-ible 
{though I have no reason to think that was 
the case) that some of the questions might 
have been put down in the course of the ex- 
amination, It is to be understood, that the 
preparing of questions does not exclude the 
introduction of other questions as they might 
occur. 
The further examination of Ewan Law, esq. 
taken the 6th of ‘Fune 1805. 
~ When you speak of questions having been 
pened prepared, do you mean, prepared 
pefore Mr. Goldsmid came before you? 
Yes, I do.—You have stated a‘ firm belief, 
that all the questions put to Mr. Goldsmid 
onthe of. June, as they appear in the 
appendix to the 11th report, were so pre- 
pared beforehand, do you continue in that 
belief? I see no reason to think otherwise. 
—lIs it not possible that other guistions may 
have been put, and answers received to them 
which do not appear in Mr. Goldsmid’s exa- 
mination in the 11th report? I cannot speak 
to possibilities ; but no question not put in 
writing is considered as such by the com- 
missioners.—Explain what you mean by the 
word such” in your last answer? I mean 
‘that no questions not taken down, and the an- 
swets thereto entered in the examinations, are 
considered as forming a part of the evidence 
which the reports are grounded; I 
meant to exclude whatever may pass in the 
way of explanation or conversation.—Do the 
original drafts of Mr. Goldsmid’s examina- 
tion remain? They do not; none of the 
foul copies ate preserved; the examinations 
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being signed by the parties, it is not thought. 


at all necessary to preserve them.—What do 
you mean the committee to understand by 
the exclusion of explanations? I mean. to 
state, that the commissioners take down 
whatever is proper in the course of the exa- 
mination, but that they do not hold them. 
selves bound to put upon their proceedin 

every word that passes in the board room, 
whether it be in explaining to witnesses the 
meaning of questions which they may not 
comprehend, or in calling their attention to 


answers which they may have given, which’ 


may not strictly apply: I think it unneces. 
sary to go further in this matter, as the com. 


‘mittee must be aware that it would be next 
to impossible to act otherwise; no witness is ° 


ever denied the opportunity of explaining 
himself on any subject, nor is his explanation 
if desired, or given with a view of bein 

taken down in evidence, refused.—When 
Mr. Goldsmid was before the commissioners 
of naval enquiry on the 25th of June, was 
there any examination of him by the com- 
missioners, whether verbally or in writing, 
conducted by way of question and answer, 
as here, except what appears in the appendix 
to the rith report? There was not.—Would 
any exculpatory evidence given by Mr, Gold- 
smid be excluded from his recorded testi- 
mony, unless the terms of the question pro- 
posed to him went to that point? No part 
of Mr. Goldsmid’s evidence would have been 
exc!uded.—Did the commissioners make any 
enquiry into the circumstances of the times 
when the issue of the navy bills took place, 
in order to ascertain whether any application 
to parliament was then practicable? ‘They 
made no enquiry into the circumstances of 
the times.— You appear to have been present 
on the 25th of June, when Mr. Goldsmid 
was first examined, and on the.gth July on 
his second examination, do you recollect 
those days distinctly? There is nothing that 
occurs to my mind that enables me to answer 
the question in the affirmative.—Is the com- 
mittee to understand that the evidence you 
have given, relative to the manner in which 
Mr. Goldsmid was examined, arises rather 
from a general impression of the mode of 
conducting business before the board, than 
from a recollection of each day, and the 
transactions of each day? I cannot immedi- 
ately refer back to all the answers to the va- 
rious questions tliat have been put to me re- 
specting my recollection of facts, circumstan- 
ces, and opinions, regarding Mr. Goldsmid’s 
examination; when 

within my recollection, I mean them to have 


been considered as grounded on such recole 


have spoke to matters — 
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lection; whether connected with or assisted 
by a knowledge of the course of proceed- 
ings, I cannot pretend to say; but if any par- 
ticular question is put to me on this. point, I 
shall be able to give a more direct answer to 
it. Ido not think it is in my power to dis. 
tinguish from recollection whet passed on 
each of those days respectively.—- You men- 
tioned, in a former answer, Mr Goldsmid’s 
digressions in his evidence; can you recollect 
on which day he was led into the greater ex- 
tent of digressions? I believe it was on the 
first.—Can you state on what you have foun- 
ded that belief? I cannot state the facts, 
but such is the impression of my mind.—Can 
you state, from your recollection, what pe- 
riod of time did Mr. Goldsmid’s examina- 
tion on the 25th of June, contained in the 
appendix to the roth and rith reports, oc- 
cupy? I cannot.—Can you state what 
length of time his second: examination of the 
gth of July took? I cannot.—You appear 
to have been present cn 2d ‘November, when 
the earl St. Vincent was examined before the 
naval commissioners; was the question which 
stands second® in that examina:ion prepared 
beforehand, or framed after any conversation 
with earl St. Vincent at that time? = It_ was 
framed beforehand.—Had the commissioners 
any conversation with earl St. Vincent on 
the subject of that question, previous to their 
“putting the question to him, and taking down 
bis answer? I think not.—Had they any 
explanatory conyersation with earl S:. Vin- 
cent upon the subject of that question, after 
having put it to him, and taken down bis an- 
swer? If I recollect right, while the ques- 
tions and answers were writing fair, some 
conversation took place with respect to the 
stone expedition, and that earl St. Vincent 
said this money cannot belong to that busi- 
ness, or words to that effect.—Had the ques- 


® Note.—The question and answer here 
referred to, which are printed in the exami- 
nation of the right hon, earl St. Vincent, 
K. B. taken upon oath the 2d November 
1804, (appendix to the 11th report of com- 
missioners of naval enquiry, see vol. 4. Pp. XXXv. 
were as follows: ‘* It appearing, that the 
sum of fourteen thousand pounds was advanc- 
ed by the navy board to Messrs. T. Ham- 
mersley and co. between the 18th of Febru- 
ary and 21st of April 1804, for a secret ser- 
vice; was the comptroller of the navy autho- 
rized by you to perform any secret service 
for which this money was advanced, or had 


youany knowledge of the transaction?” He 


was not; nos have] any knowledge of the 
ransactidn,”* 
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tion been communicated to earl St. Vincent 
previous to his coming before you? Not to 
my knowledge; I have no reason to ‘suppose . 
that it was.—Did any of the commissioners 
suggest to earl Sc. Vincent, at the time of his » 
examination, that the secret service referred 
to might possibly be the stone expedition ? 
I believe captain Nicholls, one of the com-. 
missioners, did suggest whether it might not 
possibly be the stone expedition.—Had the 
commissioners generally, or you personally, 
reason to know or believe that the secret ser- 
vice referred to was in point of fact the stone 
expedition? 1 cannot speak.as to the know- 
ledge or belief of the other cammissioners ; 
I had no knowledge or belief on the subject, 
at least there is nothing occurs to my’ present 
recollection to make me think [had.—When 
captain Nicholls suggested to earl St, Vin- 
cent the question, whether the secret service 
referred to might not be the stone expedition, 
did he assign any reason for that suggestion? 
I do not recollect that he did; the whole 
passed inthe form of conversation.— When 
earl St. Vincent s:ated that it could not be 
the stone expedition, did he assign any and 
what reasons for that statement? I really 
do not recollect.—Did ear] St. Vincent ap- 
pear to be apprized of any other secret naval 
service carried on between 18th Feb. and 2152 
April 1804, for which money might possibly 
be issued? Ido not recollect that he gave 
me any reason to think so, Can you account 
why the sum is stated at 14,0col. in the ques- 
tion put to earl St. Vincent, .when in the 
body of the report, p. 492, referring to the 
appendix no. 4, it 1s stated at 16,0001,? - I 
cannot; I imagine it-is some mistake. —Did 
earl St. Vincent, in saying that this could not 
apply to the stone expedition, make any refe- 
rence to the particular sum siated in your 
qeustion? I believe nor.—In page 492 of 
the 11th report, the commissioners state the 
sum of 16,000]. to be advanced for the per- 
tormance of a secret naval service, which was 
directed by one of his Majesty’s principal se- 
cretaries of state, point out that part of the 
evidence from which you collected that this 
service was so directed? It does not appear 
that it is mentioned in the evidence, any 
otherwise than as it appears by an account in 
page 509, in the rith report; stating, that 
these bills had been issued by order of his 
Majesty’s government for a secret service, 
which is not yet completed.”—State to the 
committee on what evidence you reported 
this fact; viz. that this secret service was di- 
rected by one of his Majesty's secretaries of 
state?) I am not clear whether any informa- 
tion did come fiom sir A, §, Hamond, or 
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whether it was inferred from that entry in 
the margin of the account.—See whether you 
can point it out in sir A. S., Hamond’s evi- 
dence? I cannot.—It appearing in the ac- 
count from the navy office, that these bills 
were issued for a secret service, was any 
question put to sir A. S. Hamond, as to the 
nature of that service? ~ I do not recollect 
that there was.—Had the substance of the 
second question, though not in the same form 
in which it stands in the 11th report, been 
communicated to earl St. Vincent before he 
came before you? I really cannot say, I my- 
self had not any communication with earl St. 
Vincent on that subject, excepting as one of 


_ the commissioners when he appeared before 


us. 
The examination of Henry esq. 
taken the 7th of Fune 1805. 

It appearing that you were present at the 
examinaticn of Mr. Goldsmid before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, on the 25tir 
of June 1804, were the questions which were 
proposed to him, and which appear in no. 11, 
in the appendix to the 13th report, prepared 
and written hefore Mr. Goldsmid came to 
the board? I firmly believe they were, and 
to the best of my knowledge and belief they 
were written by himselfi—Were the answers 
which he gave to those questions taken down 
in writing, and afterwards read over to him? 
They were, but it was with considerable diffi- 
culty the board could obtain direct answers 
from Mr. Goldsmid.— Had he full opportu- 
nity to correct.any error in the answers so 
taken down, and was it explained to him 
that he might do so if he pleased? Most as- 
suredly he had; the general practice of the 
board is, after the evidence has been taken 
down, to tell the person examined that the 
questions and answers are about to be read 
over, to give him an opportunity of altering 
or amending any answers which he may have 
given to the questions put to him; and I do 
not believe there has been any instance in 
which the board has departed from such prac- 
tice, or any instance in which they have refus- 
¢d to take down any evidence offered by the 
party examined, however irrelevant it may 

ave been to the subject of the enquiry. 
After the rough copy ofthe evidence has been 
so read to the party, a fair copy of the evi- 
dence is made, and previous to its being read 
to the person examined, it has been the gene- 
tal practice of the board, and ia no instance 
has it, to my knowledge, been departed from, 
to teil the person examined that he is at li- 
berty to amend, alter, or explain any part of 
tle evidence which has been given by him, 


which would be added to his evidence by way 
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of amendment: I am satisfied this was done 
with respect to Mr. Goldsmid’s evidence, — 
The additions which appear to the evidence, 
as taken before the commissioners of naval 
enquiry, in the appendixes to the several re. 
ports, are made by the desire of the persons 
examined, at the time when the fair copies. 
of the evidence are read over to them, which 
is sometimes done on the day on which the 
evidence is given, but more geverally on the, 
following day, or at the subsequent period 
stated in the appendix, when the examinants 
have desired to amend their evidence; all 
alterations upon reading of the rough copies 
of the evidence to the parties are made at the 
time, by striking out the answers they may 
have given, and permitting them to substitute 
such answers as they may judge proper.—Did 
the commissioners of naval enquiry direct the 
fair copy to be made different in any respect 
from the rough copy, except in such particu- 
lars as Mr. Goldsmid desired or approved of, 
or was it in factso made? They did not; 
I call God to witness, and declare in the most 
solemn manner in which man is capable of 
speaking, that the commissioners of naval 
enquiry have not, to my knowledge, with. 
held or kept back any part of the» evidence 
given before them, or any document, paper, — 
or writing, that would have tended to the 
crimination or exculpation of any individual 
whose conduct they were authorized to en: 
quire into; and that they have not neglected, 
as far as I am capable of judging, to pursue 
any course of examination, or means of ob. 
taining knowledge, that would. have tended 
to criminate or exculpate such individuals, 
—Did you, in poinfof fact, on a subject of 
such serious crimination of government, as 
that contained in page 486 of your 11th 
report, where you say, ‘* It was certainly 
| proper that the public credit should’ be sup- 
ported, but we cannot admit that this mea- 
sure’ was indispensably necessary for that 
purpose,” enter ito any course of examina~ 
tion touching that necessity? The measure 
alluded to was the issue of 4,300,000 of fic. 
tious navy bills, for the purpose of raising 
money; the’ measure did not appear to the 
commissioners of naval enquiry to be indis- 
pensably necessary, as parliament was sitting 
during the time when most of these bills were 
so issued ; and I did‘not, as one of the com; 
missioners of naval enquiry, feel that that 
board was competent to go into a course of 
examination torching that necessity, nor did 
‘they, in-fact, go into such examination.—If, 

“Mr. « Goldsmid had offered any evidence 

touching that necessity, would ‘you have 


thought it foreign to the subject of your ¢he 
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quiry?, Had Mr. Goldsmid offered such 
evidence, I think it would have been taken 
down as a part of his examination, and have 
appeared in the appendix, but I do not think 
it would have been noticed in the report, as 
I did not think the board competent to go 
into an enquiry as to the necessity of the 
measure.—If you did not think the board 
_ competent to go into such enquiry, can you 
‘give a reason why the board thought itself 
competent to give the opinion before recited 
in page 486 of the 11th report? ~The board 
thought itself competent to give such opinion, 
from a knowledge that parliament was sitting 
during the time when the greater part of the 
bills were issued for the purpose of raising 
money, but they did not think themselves 
competent to call upon the lords of the tre1- 
sury to know what was the state of the trea- 
sury at the different periods when those bills 
were issued.—Did the board enter into any 
enquiry as to the sitting of parliament, as 
connected with the respective commencements 
and continuance of the issue of the bills above 
referred to? The board did not enter into 
any such enquiry; it will be seen, on refe- 
rence to the dates of the several bills, that 
the greater part of them were issued during 
the time that parliament is usually sitting. — 
Did the board take into their consideration, 
whether parliament was or was not sitting at 
the respective commencements of these issues ? 
Tdo not understand what is meant, by the 
respective commencements of these issues; 
the board were aware that parliament was 
not sitting when the bills were first issued in 
October 1800.—Are you not aware that it 
appears from the account, no. 4. in the ap- 
pendix, that these bills ceased to issue for a 
time on the 7th of March 1801, and com- 
menced again on the gth of September of that 
year? It appears so’on reference to the re- 
port, and it also appears they were continued 
to be issued until May 1802, without any 
material lapse of time.—Were the answers 
which appear in the printed exansination of 
Mr. Goldsmid, given by him to each ques- 
tion distinctly upon its being read to him, or 
were they the substance of his conversations 
with the commissioners, put in writing by 
the clerk after the commissioners had .con- 
sulted amongst themselves, and determined 
how much it was requisite to have writter 
‘down? ‘I'he commissioners never consulted 
how much of Mr. Goldsmid’s evidence it was 
necessary to take down; there was consider- 
able difficulty in obtaining direct answers 
from Mr. Goldsmid ; as far as I am capable 
of recollecting, the answers to each quéstion 


Were dictated by Mr. Goldsmid, aud most 
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assuredly they were such as Mr. Goldsmid 
approved of, as I believe Mr. Goldsmid did 
alter some of his answers upon the evidence 
being read over to him.—When Mr, Gold- 
smid appeared before the commissioners on 
the 25th June 1804, was there any examinay’ 
tion of Mr. Goldsmid by the commissioners, 
either verbally or in writing, conducted by 
way of question and answer, as here, except 
what appears in the appendixes to the tenth 
and 11th reports? 1 am satisfied there was 
not, the whole of the substance of the evi- 
dence given by Mr. Goldsmid was taken. 
down, and appears in the appendix to those 
reports, but there was a great deal of irrele- 
vant conversation between Mr. Goldsmid 
and some of the meinbers of the board, which 
was not taken down.—Did Mr. Goldsmid, 
when he was before the commissioners on the 
25th of June 1804 or gth of July, state any 
thing to them on the subject of the necessity 
or utility of the issue of the bills in question, 
and if he did, at what time and in what man- 
ner? Ido not believe that Mr. Goldsmid 
did state any thing to the board on either of 
those days, as to the necessity or utility of 
the measure ; and if he had stated any thing 
as to the utility of the measure, I am satisfied 
it would have been strongly impressed upon 
my mind.—Why, if Mr. Goldsmid had made | 
such statements, would it have made such im- 
pression on your mind? Because the sub- 
ject was frequently discusSed at the board, as 
to the necessity of the measure; and com- 
paring the measure adopted by government 
for raising money, with any other measure 
thought practicable for the same purpose; 
and I am sure in the course of the various 
discussions which did take place, that I 
should myself have stated any thing which 
Mr. Goldsmid might have said as to the uti- 
lity of the measure.—-By whom were those 
various discussions carried on?. By the dif- 
ferent members of the board; I did myself 
generally take a part in such discussions.— 
Had those discussions reference to the sub- 
ject of this report? Most assuredly. —Were 
they carried on with a view of making up the 
opinion of the board as to the expediency or 
inexpediency of this particular measure? They 
were carried on with aview to make upthe 
opinion of the board on the report.— Did you 
examine any evidence touching the necessity 
or utility of the measure?. None; but some 
questions which may appear to have relation 
thereto, which were put to the comptroller of 
the navy, and appear in the appendix to the 
rith report.—Did you examine Mr. Gold- 
smid as to the necessity or utility of the 
measure? Most assuredly not.—Did you 
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conceive Mr. Goldsmid to be a person com- 


petent to speak of the comparative advantage 
or disadvantage of different modes of raising 


‘money? I never considered whether Mr. 


Goldsmid was or was not competent ; if I had 


formedajudgment from his manner, Ishould not 


have thought him competent—Did you con- 
sider the comptroller of the navy as the most 
competent person whom you could call be- 
fore you, toenable you to form a judgment as 
to the comparative advantage or disadvantage 
of different modes of raising money? No—lIf 
the opinion of the board, formed on the dis 
cussions before referred to, had been favour- 
able to the wility or necessity of this mea- 
sure compared with others, would it have 
been stated in the rith report? It is impos- 
sible for any individual member of a board 
composed of five persons, to state what would 
or what would not have b-en entered in a re- 
port to be drawn up by them.—Would it 
have rais:d a question amongst the commis 
sioners, whether it would or would not have 
been sated in their report? I think it cer- 


tainly would, 


The further examination of Henry NicHous, 
esq. taken the 10th Fune 1805, 

Adverting to the: question put to you the 
Jast but one on Friday last, would you, as a 
member of the board, have thought it right 
that it should be so stated ? If the necessity 
or the utility of the measure had appeared in 
the several discussions before the board, I 
‘think J] should have voted for its being stared 
in the report. —Were the commissioners aware 
that the navy estimates are framed with refe- 
rence to the number of men voted, and not 
with gseference to the prices of naval stores 


and provisions? I certainly was, and I be 


lieve the other members of the board were ?— 
Were they aware that the excess of expendi- 
ture for the naval service beyond the votes of 
the year, makes part of the navy debt which 
3s laid before parliament in the erisuing year, 
or did they make any enquiry into that sub. 
ject? Treally do not know whether they were 
aware of that circumstance or not, and I be- 
lieve they made no enquiry into the subject. — 
Were they aware that the navy ninety-day 
bills outstanding at the end of each year, 
make part of the navy debt which is laid he- 
fore parliament in the ensuing year, or did 
they make any enquiry into that subject? J 
do not know that they were aware of that 
circumstance, nor do 1 know they made any 
enquiry into that subject.—Did they enquire 
into the price of naval and victualling stores 
at the period of the first issue of the bills ne- 

eciated by Mr, Goldsmid, in the year 1800? 

extainly not—-Did they enquire into the 
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state of the money market at that period, or’ 
at the period of rhe issue of the bills negoci-° 
ated by Mr. Goldsmid, in September 1801 ? 
‘They did not go into that enquiry or the en. 
quiries before alluded to, because whatever 
were the prices of naval stores, of the state of 
the money marker, it appeared to them while 
parliament was sitting, that if the votes for’ 
the service of the navy had been insufficient, ' 
there might have been a vote of i 
bills to have supplied such deficiency.—-Did 
Mr. Goldsmid while before the board, on the - 
25th June 1804, give the commissioners of 
naval enquiry any information respecting the 
state of the money market, at or during the 
continuance of the issue of the bills in ques. 
tion? [ firmly believe he did not.—Are you 
positive he did not? [I have a tolerable good’ 
memory, and | should swear, if called upon,’ 
to the best of my knowledge and belief that 
he did not.—Did Mr, Goldsmid state any 
facts or opinions to shew that the issue of the 
bills in question was a more advantageous 
mode of raising money, under the then ex- 
isting circumstances, than by an issue of exe" 
chequer bills? 1 firmly believe he did not.— 
In point of fact, was any part of Mr. Gold.’ 
mid’s evidenee taken down, which did not’ 
appear to the commissioners of naval enqui 

to be direct answers to the questions previ- 
ously prepared and put to him? It is impose’ 
sible for me on recollection to say, but I think’ 
it probable that Mr. Goldsmid might have 
given answers which were not considered dis 
rect answers, and which Mr. Goldsmid might 
have altered or amended previous to the tair 
copy of his evidence being made.-——-Do you 
mean to say, that no part of Mr. Goldsmid’s 
answers was omitted to be taken down, or — 
was altered and amended, except at his ex- — 
press desire? I most assuredly mean to say, 
that Mr. Goldsmid’s answers were riot altered 
or amended except at his express desire, nor 
do I know that any part of his answers were 
omitted to be taken down.—Are his answers, 
as reported in the appendix in the eleventh 
report, in the very words used and dictated 
by him? It is impossible for me to say, but 
I believe they are as they were originally 
taken down, or as they were amended by 
him.—Did any answers or words of Mr, 
Goldsmid’s, that you considered as irrele+ 
vant, relate in any way to the policy, utility, 
necessity, or economy of the measure of the 
issue of navy bills? This is a question that 
has in substance been put to me more than 
once, and I called God to witness, that I do 
not believe Mr, Goldsmid stated to the com- 
missioners of nayal enquiry, any thing re- 


specting the policy, the utility, the necessity's 
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economy of that measure.—Was all 
Goldsmid offered as evidence taken 
down, whether you considered it relevant or 
not, and entered. in the appendix ? I believe 
all that was offered by Mr. Goldsmid as evi- 
dence in answer to the questions that were 
previously written and put to him, was taken 
down; and I believe all that he offered as 
evidence. appears in the appendix to the 
eleventh report, except such part of the 
answers as were amended at his desire. —Do 
you speak from an exact recollection of what 
ose in Mr. Goldsmid’s evidence, specifi- 
cally on the 25th June and gth July, or only 
from your recollection of the general practice 
of the board? I speak from the general prac- 
tice of the board, and from the best of my 
recollection with respect to Mr. Goldsmid’s 
evidence.—What do you mean by the consi- 
derable difficulties which the board had to 
obtain direct answers from Mr. Goldsmid ? 
I mean to allude to Mr. Goldsmid’s con- 
fused manner in dictating the answers to the 
questions put to him, and first calling upon 
one member and then on another to explain 
his answers to them.—Did Mr. Goldsmid, 
at any time during his examination or subse- 
quent to it, express any dissatisfaction tot he 
commissioners at the mode in which that exa- 
mination was conducted, or any apprehen- 
sion that his evidence was imperfectly taken 
down? Most assuredly not.—Did you, or 
did the commissioners of naval enquiry in 
neral, conceive that an issue of exchequer 
ills could have been voted by parliament at 
the respective periods when the bills to Mr. 
Glenny, and Messrs. Donaldson and Glenny, 
were issued, without causing a great depre- 
ciation of exchequer bills then outstanding, 
~ and without great consequent loss to the pub- 
lic? I did not enter into such considerations, 
nor do I believe the other commissioners of 
naval enquiry did.—Did Mr. Goldsmid, in 
the course of his conversations with the com- 
Missioners, state any thing tending to prove 
that his majesty’s government was either not 
justifiable in issuing mavy bills, or that they 
had not adopted the best mode of raising 
money for the supporting of public credit! 
I believe not.—If Mr. Goldsmid had made 
such a statement, should you have considered 
it as subject matter for your report? I be- 
lieve not, as the commissioners of naval en- 
quiry did not feel themselves authorized to 
go into such enquiry.—You having men- 
_ Uoned that all the questions put to Mr. Gold- 
smid, were written down before Mr, Gold- 
Smid came to the board, was that the case 
with regard to all the other witnesses whose 
evidence appears in the appendix to the 
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eleventh report? It has been the general 
practice of the board to write down ques- 
tions previous to the examination of indivi- 
duals, and to put such further questions as 
may be necessary upon the matter that may 
arise out of the evidence ; but it is impossi- 
ble for me to say whether the whole of the 
questions put to the other witnesses, whose 
evidence appears in the appendix to the 
eleventh report, was written down previous 
to their examination, without reading the 
whole of the evidence given by them, and 
considering whether the questions were or 
were not written down previous to their exa- 
mination.—Can you state why your. recol- 
lection, that every question put to Mr, Gold. 
smid was written down previous to his 
coming before the board,*is more perfect 
than as to the examination of the other wit- 
nesses? Because Mr. Goldsmid’s examina- 
tion is considerably shorter than that of other 
witnesses, and. I have particularly directed 
my attention to the questions put to Mr, 
Goldsmid since the sitting of this commit. 
tee.—Can you recollect what length of time 
Mr. Goldsmid was before the board on the 
25th June, when he gave the evidence con- 
tained in the tenth and eleventh reports? £ 
certainly cannot.—lIs. it from the present 
view and consideration of the questions put 
to Mr. Goldsmid on the 25th of June, that 
you conclude, in point of fact, the questions 
were all written down previous to his coming 
before you? It is from a belief that I did 
myself write the questions down previous to 
Mr, Goldsmid’s examination. — Were the 
four questions, which appear by the appendix 
to the eleventh report, page 502, to have 
been put to sir Andrew Snape Hamond on 
the 8th June 1804, written down previous to 
his coming before the board of commission- 
ers? I believe they were not; the third ques- 
tion was, I believe, put by myself upon the 
matter growing out of sir Andrew Snape Ha. 
mond’s answer to the first question. —Do you 
recollect whether the other three were, or an 

of them? 1 cannot speak with certainty; si¢ 
Andrew Snape Hamond attended on the 8th 
of June for the purpose of signing his evi- 
dence, and was not summoned by the board; 
but I am inclined to think the first and se« 
cond questions were written down previous 
to his coming there. —When questions were 
written down previous to the person coming 
before the commissioners, were they discus. 
sed and agreed to be put by the members of 
the board? I believe in all instances where 
the persons attending have been sammoned 
before the board by precept, the ques:ions 
[have been read to the board, and such of 
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them discussed as were judged necessary.— 
_ Do you recollect any discussions on any of 
_ the four questions put to sir Andrew Snape 

Hainond on that day? I do not believe any 
of those questions were discussed, they do 
— not seem to me ofa nature that the board 

were likely to discuss; and the third ques- 
tion was, I believe, put by myself ia the 
¢ourse of sir Andrew Snape Hamond’s exa- 
_ mination, and not objected to by the board. 

—Look at the report, page 492, and to the 
appendix, no. 4, page 508, and then turn to 
page 533, no. 23, of the eleventh report; 
the sum advanced to Messrs, Hammersley, 
between 18th February and 21st Arril, be- 
ing stated in page 492 of the report, and 
page 508 of the appendix, at 16,0001. and 
the second question in appendix no, 23, 
stating it at 14,0col.; can you account for 
this difference? In putting the last question 
to earl St. Vincent, there appears to have 
been an error, which I should think had 
arisen from adding up the amount of the 
ninety-day bills advanced to Messrs, Ham- 
mersley, and not including the ready money 
imprest: bills—Was the second question in 
mo. 23, prepared before earl St. Vincent 
came to his examination? I am satisfied’ it 
was.—Did any thing, and what, pass be- 
tween earl St. Vincent and the commission- 
ers, or any of them, relative to the subject 
of that question, which is not recorded in 
the appendix ? I did myself ask earl St. Vin- 
cent, if he thought the money issued to 
Messrs. Hammersley and co, could be for 
the purpose of defraying the expence of the 
stone ships; 1 do not reeollect the precise 
words of his lordship’s answer, but the sub- 
stance of it was, that he was satisfied it would 
not, as he had been assured that the expence 
of the stone ships should not be defrayed out 
of the money voted for the service of the 
navy; whether this question was put to ear] 
St. Vincent immediately upon his giving the 
answer to the second question in the appen- 
dix, or whether it was while the fair copy of 
the evidence was making (as his lordship re- 
mained in the room) I cannot say.—Had the 
commissioners, or any of them, reason at that 
time to know or believe the secret service re 
ferred to, was in fact the stone expedition? 
Most assuredly they had not, I had myself 
looked to every service which I thought this 
money could have been advanced for.—Did 
eatl St. Vincent mention the amount of the 
sum said to’ be advanced for that service 
(which you say was erroneously stated by 

ou to him at 14,000). instead of 16,0col.) 
as one of his grounds for not believing the 
service in question to have been the stone 
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lexpedition ? Lord St. Vincent appeared to 
be altogether unacquainted that any money 
issued for the service of the navy had been 
advanced to defray the expence of the stone - 
ships; I do notibelieve his lordship mention. 
ed any sum as having been advanced for that 
purpose.—Had you or any other of the com: 
missioners, to your knowledge, any commu. 
nication with earl St. Vincent relative to the 
subject matter, or to the framing the eleventh 
report, previous to his examination before . 
you? I believe I saw Jord St. Vincent twice 
only from the commencement of the proceed. ' 
ings of the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
to the time of his quitting the admiralty; 
and I think in the first conversation I had 
with him, soon after the commencement of 
the commission, the subject of the issue of 
fictitious navy bills was mentioned; and I. 
think in a conversation I had with earl St, 
Vincent, since he quitted the admiralty, I 
did ask him if he knew for what purpose the 
money had been imprested to Messrs, Ham- 
mersley : I do not know that the other mem. 
bers of the board had any communication 
with earl St. Vincent.—Can you recollect at 
about what time this last communication took 
place? I really do not recollect; but the im- 
pression of my mind is, it was about six 
weeks or two months before lord St. Vincent 
was examined.—Had you or any other of the 
commissioners any communication with earl 
St. Vincent, relative to the subject matter, 
or to the framing of the eleventh report, sub- 
sequent to his lordship’s examination? I cer- 
tainly had not; nor do I believe any of the 
other commissioners had.—In that commu. 
nication you say you had with earl St. Vin- 
cent, about six weeks previous to his exami- 
nation, had you any discussion with him re« 
lative to the evidence which the commission- 
ers had received respecting the issue of navy 
bills, or to the report which the commission- + 
ers were to frame upon that subject? I never 
had any communication with earl St. Vin- 
cent on the subject of the evidence given be. 
fore the commissioners of naval enquiry, or 
on the subject of any report they were to 
frame on such evidence.—Had you any dis- 
cussion with his lordship relative to the ne- 
cessity or expediency of issuing those bills, 
or to the legality or illegality of that mea- 
sure, in the interval between taking the evi- 
dence on that subject and framing the report ? 
Certainly not.—Did the letter received from 
sir Andrew Snape Hamond, on 1st Decem- 
ber 1804, convey to the commissioners of 
naval enquiry the impression, that the secret 
service for which the 16,0001. was in fact the 
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Boulogne, which has been called the stone 
expedition? Sir Andrew , Snape Hamond’s 
letter, received by the commissioners of naval 
enquity‘on the 1st December 1804, with its 
inclosure, did convey to me, as one of the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, an impres- 
sion that the project therein alluded to was 
the stone expedition.—Did the commission- 
ers of naval enquiry, at any time between 
the receipt of sir Andrew Snape Hamond’s 
letter, and the making of their report on 4th 
March last, communicate to earl Sr. Vincent 
their impression, that that secret service was 
in fact the stone expedition, in order to af- 
ford his lordship (if he should so think fir) 
an opportunity of correcting his evidence on 
that subject? The commissioners of naval 
enquiry had not any communication with 
earl St, Vincent, in consequence of the letter 
received from sir Andrew Snape Hamond, 
nor should [, as one of the commissioners of 
naval enquiry, have thought it necessary to 
have had any communication with earl St, 
Vincent, as the question to him related to 
his having authorized the comptroller of the 
navy to perform any: secret service for which 
the money was advanced to Messrs, Ham- 
mersley, or to his having any knowledge of 
the. transaction, 
The examination of the right hon, CHARLES 
Lona, taken the 11th of Fune 1805. 
When did you become secretary to the 
treasury ? In the beginning of the year 1791, 
and continued in that office till the middle of 
the year 1801.—Can you state to the com- 
mittee, what the circumstances were that led 
to the issue of navy bills to Mr. Glenoy at 
the end of October 1800? Upon the exami- 
nation of the <upplies voted for the service of 
the navy in the course of that year, it was 
found that they would not be suflicient to de- 
fray the expence that would be incurred, and 
the issue of these navy bills was supposed to 
be the most advantageous mode of making 
good the deficiency.x—At what period did it 
first appear that it would be necessary to have 
recourse to such a mode of raising money? 
It was evident early in September in that 
year, that the supplies would not hold out, 
_and the measure was then taken of permitting 
- persons who held navy biils which became 
due, to take other navy bills in exchange in- 
stead of money ; but this mode not furnish. 
ing the additional supply that was required, 
recourse was had to the measure of issuing 
the navy bills in question.—Can you state by 
whom this mode of issuing the navy bilis in 
question, for supplying the deficiency, was 
first suggested? 1 cannot state positively by 
whom that mode was suggested, but the mea- 
VoL. Vi— Appendix, ~ 
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sure was taken with the full concurrence of 
the chancellor of the exchequer.—Could any, 
other mode of supplying the demands for the 
naval service have been adopted equally ad- 
vantageous to the state with the issue of these 
bills, when the expedient was resorted to? | 
This point was fully considered, and it was 
determined that no measure which could-have 
been taken would have been so beneficial ta., 
the public in point of economy asthat which. 
was adopted.—Can you sta‘e whether the 
chancellor of the exchequer expressed at any 
time any apprehension arising from the irre. 
gularity of the proceeding ? 1 do not remem. 
ber his ever expressing any such apprehen- 
sion.—Does the reason you have stated for 
thé issue of the navy bills in question, arising 
upon the deficiency of the supplies, apply to 
all the navy bills issued to Mr. Glenny, or to, 
Messrs, Donaldson and Glenny, from the 
month of October 1800 to the month of 
March 1801? Yes, it does,—Can you state 
in what manner the sums raised by the sale 
of navy bills in the year 1800, and in the be- 
ginning of the year 1801, were ultimately re, 
placed by parliament? I conceive the navy 
bills so issued were paid off in the manner in 
which all other navy bills are paid off, by a 
subsequent vote for naval services.—Do you 
mean to allude to a vote for naval services for 
the current services of the ensuing year? I 
do; I would here add, that the navy bills 
becoming due after 31st. December in any 
one year, constitute a part of the navy debt, 
which is of course paid out of the sums for. 
naval services in the year in which they be- 
com: 4ue.—Did you express or entertain ac 
the time any apprehension of irregularity in 
the transaction? ‘The transaction was cer- 
tainly new, no occasion having arisen since. 
the passing of the act 37 Geo, III. which 
rendered it necessary to have recourse to such 
an expedient; but if in the term ‘* irregu- 
larity,” the slightest degree of impropriety 
is implied in that sense, I cannot admit it ta 
be irregular, and of course could not have 
expressed any such opinion.—Did you refer 
to the act of 37 Geo. III. with a view of as- 
certaining whether there was any thing in 
that act which appeared to prohibit the issue 
of these bills? I referred at the time to that 
act, and to an act of the 34 Geo, III. and 
was satisfied there was nothing in either of 
those acts to prohibit such an issue. — Were 
you aware of any other statute which regue. 
lated the issue of navy bills? I did not refer 
to any other, nor am I aware that there ig 
any other that regulates the issue of navy 
bills—Turn to the appendix, no. 6. of the 
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thority from the treasury for each specific is- 
sue of these bills? I have no doubt they had. 
-—Are you aware of any instance in which 
the navy board have refused to comply with 
the directions of the treasury, in respect to 
the mode of issuing money for naval services ? 
Iam not.—Before the act of the 34 Geo. III. 
was it usual to contract navy debt to the 
amount of the excess of the expenditure for 
the naval service of the year beyond the votes 
of the year, without the previous consent of 
parliament? It certainly was, to any extent 
which the public service required, subject of 


course 10 the subsequent examination and. 


controul of parliament, when the amount of 
navy debt so created came to be taken into 
consideration.—Before the act 34 Geo. III. 
did navy bills outstanding on the 31st De- 
cember in each year, make part of the navy 
debt to be subsequently vored by parliament? 
They did.—After the 34 Geo, III. did navy 
bills outstanding on the 31st December in 
each year, make part of the navy debt to be 
subsequently laid befére parliament? They 
did.—Afier the 37 Geo. II. did the same 
practice continue with respect to ninety-day 
bills outstanding on the 31st December in 
each year? It did; I conceive the object of 
these acts to have been to keep up the credit 
of navy bills, and not in any degree to vary 
this practice, or to limit the power of cre- 
ating navy debt, as far as was necessary for 
the public service.—Are you aware of any 
instance in which money has ever been voted 
by pzrliament, specifically, in aid of the 
navy supplies of the year, within that same 
year, except in case of an augmentation of 
the number of seamen? I do not recollect 
any. 
The further examination of Henry Nicholls, esq. 
taken the 17th of 
Tn page 492 of the rith report, it is stated, 
that a performance of a secret naval service 
was directed by one of his majesty’s princi- 
pal secretaries of state; what evidence was 
there before the board that it was so direct- 
ed? The informetion was received in a letter 
from the comptroller of the navy, on the rst 
of December 1804, a copy of which, and of 
iis inclosure, I now produce; the date of the 
letter appears by mistake to be the 3oth Sep- 
tember instead of the 30th November; the 
commissioners of naval enquiry did not think 
it right to enter the comptroller’s letter in the 
zppendix to the 11th report, as it conveyed 
a proposal to the commissioners of naval en- 
guiry, which their duty would not allow 
them to accede to; the prinved copy of the 
comptroller’s letter laid before the house of 
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‘comntons, differs from the criginal as sent to 


the commissioners of naval enquiry.—What 
was the proposal to which the commissioners 
thought their duty would not allow them to 
accede? The comptroller, in his letter of 
3oth November, proposed to lay before the 
commissioners of naval enquiry, privately, 
all the papers relative to the transaction, pro- 
vided he was assured that it would not be 
publicly reported on. 
The further examination of sir Andrew Snape 
Hamond, bart, taken the 17th of Fune 1805. 
How do you account for the difference bce 
tween the letter sent by you to the commis. 
sioners of naval enquiry on the 30th of No~ 
vember last, and the copy of it transmitted. 
by you to the lords of the admiralty on the 
22d of April last? If it does differ in the 
smallest degree, I can only express my sure 
prise and regret, as it must have happened 
without the smallest intention on my part. | 
first wrote a drait of the letter, which I shew- 
ed to one of the commissioners of the navy 
for his approbation ; that draft was corrected 
in.several places, and written fair by the de- 
puty secretary, and such fair copy was sign- 
ed by me, and sent to the commissioners of 
naval enquiry; as to the date, it must evi- 
dently have appeared to the. commissioneis 
that it was a mistake, as their precept, to 
which this letter was an answer, was dated 
the 15th of November, and as my letter in 
taking notice of their precept mentions the 


-15th instant, there could not be the smallest 


doubt but that my letter was written on the 
30ch November instead of the 30th Septem. 
ber; and, though I perceive by the letter now 
produced to me, that there are several words, 
though not the same, yet importing the same 
meaning, I trust it will appear that whatever 
difference there may be, the substance is in 
no degree changed.—From what document 
in the navy office was the copy of the letter, 
no. 11, made, which was transmitted to the 
admiralty? From the very same draft, but 
copied by another clerk.—Does that docu- 
ment still remain in the navy office? I un. 
derstand it does not; but the clerk is here 
who will explain that.—Can you account to 
the committee for the circumstance of the 
original draft, which was in the navy office 
in April last, not being there now? When 
the clerk made out copies of all the papers 
which I sent to the admiralty on 22d April, — 
1 remember his telling me that he had made 
fair copies of all my drafts of the letters, and — 
that as the one in question was very much 
scratched, he asked me if I had any objec: 
tion to his tearing it; to which I agreed.— 
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Were any other of your drafts, of which be 
made 2 fair copy at that time, destroyed? 
‘I rather think they were. 
The examination of Mr. Joseru Epwarps, 
taken the 17th Fune 1805. 
Did you copy the inclosures that were 
transmitted to the admiralty from the com- 
missioners of the navy, in their letter of 22d 
April 1805? I copied the whole of the let- 
ters that were sent by the comptroller of the 
navy on the 22d April 1805.—From what 
document did you copy no, 11.? From the 
rough draft of a letter given to me by the 
comptretier, to copy.—Did you return that 
rough draft to the comptroller? 1 did, and 
put it into the hands of the comptroller with 
the copy [had made; he asked me if that 
‘was a correct copy, and I answered him, 
yes, it was an exact copy; he then said, 
there could be no occasion to keep two; 
and the nue Lhad made being fair, the other 
might be destroyed; from that fair copy I 
mad2 the one that was sent to the admiralty. 
—Was the draft you copied from much 
scratched, or in any other respect difficult 
to read? ~The rough draft put into my hands 
by the comptroller had several words that 
were run through with a pen, and likewise 
interlineations ; it was by no means difficult 
for me to read it, being very much in the 
habit of writing from his rough drafts, but 
I do not think that people in general would 
have been able to read it very easily.—In 
whose hand-writing is the letter from sir An- 
drew Snape Hamond to the commissioners 
of naval enquiry, now shewn to you? In 
the hand-writing of Mr. G. Smith, now de- 
puty secretary to the navy board. 
Lhe further examination of Abraham Galdsmid, 
esq. taken the 17th of June 1805. 
Have you carefully read over your evi- 
dence, and is there any alteration you wish 
to make? I have read it over carefully, and 
.there is no alteration I wish to make. 
APPENDIX. 
No. 1.—Cosy of navy board patent, dated 
14th May, 44 Geo. II], 

No. 2.—Copy of order in council, dated 8th 
1796. 

No. 3.—Copy of instructions of the lords of 
admiralty dated 17th August 1796. 

No. 4.—Account of the sum remaining unap- 
plied of the grant for naval services, for the 
«years 1800 and 1801, on the ist of September 
. int each of these years respectively, Se. 

No. §.—Amount of debt of the navy on 3151 


‘December in each year, from 1777 0 1782 in- 


élusive, and fram 1794 10 1802 inclusive. 
of grants for naval services 


unapplied on 20th July 1800, and 20th Fune 


1801; and also, payments made far naval ser- 


Fuly, and August 1801. 

No, 7.—Ax account of sums paid in dis 
charge of ninety-day bills in each mouth in the 
years 1800, 1801, and 1802. . 

No. 8-—A comparison of the average price 
paid far different species of provisions between 
the 1st Fanuary and 31st December 1799, with 
those paid for in the same mouths in the fillow- 


0. 9.—A comparison of the sums paid for 
provisions between the 1st January and 31st Au- 
gust 1799, with those paid for in the séme 
month in the present year. 

No. 10.—A comparison of the sums paid for 
the several articles in the remaining four months 
in the year 1799, with those for the same months 
in the year 1800. 

No. 11.—An account of the bills that were 
issued for the renewal of ninety-day bills, be= 
coming due in the years 1800 and 1801. 

Nos. 12, 13,14, and 15.—Copies of leiters 
Srom Charles Long, esq. ta the commissioners of 
the navy, dated 7th September 1800; 222 
October 1800; 41h February 1801; aud 3d 
March 1801. 

Nos, 16 to 21.—Copies of letters from Nicha- 
las Vansittart, esq. to ditto, dated 31h Septem- 
ber 1801; 2d November 1801; 5th February 
1802; 23d March 1802; 2ist April 1802, 
and joth April 02. 

No. 22.—du account, shewing the grants of 
parliament for naval services in each year, from 
1796 to 1802, both inclusive. 

Nos, 23 to 29,.—Estimates of the debt of his 
majesty’s navy, as it stood on the 31st December 
17965 31st December 17973 December 
1798 5 31st December i799; 31st December 
1800 315t December 1801 and 315t Decem= 
ber 1802. 

No. 30.—Cosy of a letter from earl St. Vine 
cent to lord Hobart, dated Rocketts, Feb. 25 
18046. 

My dear Lord,—I was so illon Saturday, 
when your lordship had the goodness to call, 
as to be incapable of utterance; and had I 
not quitted town immediarely, I am confi- 
dent 1 should have expired; 1 am somewhat 
better, and some of the worst symptoms are 
disappearing. —Mr. - is a very iotelli- 
gent men, and has been much employed by 
government; and we all know tlat the smug- 
glers are.capable of great enterprize; I there- 
fore do not. venture to give an opinion so de- 
cidedly against his preposition tor chozking 
the entrance of Boulogne «s [ otherwise 
shouid, In our hands there would not be the 


remotest probability of the succiss he so san- 
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guinely holds forth; but if the smugglers 
will undertake it for°a given reward, pay or 
play, it may be worth attending to. 
Your’s,&c. St. Vincent. 

No, 31.—Copy of a@ letter from sir A. S. 
Hamond, bart. to the earl of St. Vincent, dated 
Nawy Office, 9th March 1804, as printed by 
order of the house, 29th April: 1805. See 
vol. 4, p. 469. 
No. 34.—Copy of letter from lord Hobart 
to sir Andrew Snape Hamoad, dated Downing- 
street, Oth February 1804; as printed by + 
cen house, 29th April 1805. See vol. 4. 
409. 
33.——Coty of letter from earl St. Vin- 
cent to sir A.S. Hamond, dated oth March 
‘1805; as printed by order of the bose, 29th 
April 18c5. See vol. 4. p 470, 

No. 34.—Copy of a letter from lord Hobart 
earl St. Vincent, dated Dawning-street, 
bruary 1804. 
, (Private and secret.)—My dear lord,— 

aving shewn your letter upon the subject of 
the Boulogne plan to Mr. Addington, he is 
decidedly of opinion with me, that the smug- 
glers should be employed in the undertaking, 
and the more especially as they look for no. 
reward in the event of failure.—I have there- 
tore, for the purpose of preventing unneces- 
sary expence, and of having the business con- 
ducted with as much secrecy as possible, di- 
recied sir Andrew Hamond, in communica- 
tion with ———, to have the vessels pur- 
chased and loaded with stone; the account 
‘ultimately to be settled with the treasury.—- 
1 should be happy to hear a more favourable 
report of your health, and remain, your's, 
Hobart, 
No. 35.—Cofy of a letter from earl St. Vin- 


‘cent to Lord Hobart, dated Rocketis, 1215 Feb, 


1804. 

My dear lord,~—You ceftainly are proceed. 
ing in the best mode to give effect to the 
plan of Mr. ————, and I most heartily wish 
it success.——I am-so much more free from 


complaint than I was when I last wrote to 


your lordship, that I have determined to re- 
turn to town ina few days; and, with many 
thanks for the kind solicitude you have ex- 
pressed about me, I am ever-your’s, &c. 
No. 36.—Copy of a letter from ithe right 
hon. Fobn Sallie A. 8. Hamoy, dated 
18th Feb. 18043 and printed by order of the 


‘house, 29th April 1805. See vol. 4, p. 470. 


No. 37.—Ditto to ditto, dated 21st February 


1804. See vol. 4, p. 470. 
No. 38:—-? ‘to to ditto, dated 23d February, 


Seevol. 4, p. 


No. 39.~—Copy of @ lester from lord Keith, 


PARL., PAPERS, 1805. Report from the Select Committee 


to the chairman of the commitue, Gated East 
Clif, Ramsgate, 7th Fune 1805. 

My Lord,—I have received your letter of 
yesterday’s date, requesting that I would 
transmit to you, as chairman of the commit. 
tee of the house of commons, to whom the 
rith report of the commissioners of navalen- 
quiry has been referred, a letter, or order, 
which was written to me by the earl of St, 
Vincent, relative to the project for blocking 
up the harbour of Boulogne, bearing date on 
or about the 23d day of February 1804; 


jand in obedience to the commands of the 


committee, signified to me through its chair- 
man, I herewith inclose a letter which I re, 
ceived from the earl of St. Vincent on that 
subject, dated the 23d February 1804, ob. 
serving, that it was only addressed on the 
envelope, which was burnt or destroyed. I 
have the honour to be with the greatest re. 
spect, &c. Keith. 

No. 40.—Copy of a letter from lord St. Vine 
cent to lord Keith, dated Admiralty, 23d Feb, 
1804. 

(Private.)—My dear lord,~—The operation 
lord Hobart writes to you upon, is carried on 
with my knowledge. Your’s most truly, 

(Signed.) St. Vincent, 

No. 41.—Copy of a letter from sir A.S, 
Hamond to the earl of Buckinghamshire, dated 
Navy Office, 1st April 1805. See vol. 4y 

471. 

4 No, 42.—Copy of a letter from the earl of 
Buckinghamshire to sir A. 8. Hamand, dated 
3d April 1805; as printed by order of the house, 
29th April 1805. Seevol. 4, p. 472. 

No. 43.—Copy of a ketter from sir A. 8, 
Hamond to the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
dated 30th Nov. 1804; printed by order of 
the house, 29th April, 1805. See vol. 4, 

4 
0. 44.—-Copy of a letter from sir A. 
Hamond to the commissioners of naval enquiry, 
dated 30th September 18043 as produced by Mr, 
Nicholls to the committee. 

Gentlemen,—Since my return to town, 
your precept of the 15th inst, bas. been put 
into my hands, I find the navy board has 
already signified to you, that the navy go-day 
bills mentioned in your said precept were is- 
sued by my written directions to the com- 
mittee of accounts, in consequence of orders 
1 had received from government, and which 
were kept in my possession. I have now the 
honour to acquaint you, that the first sum 
stated in your precept was issued by direc- 
tions from the lords commissioners of his 
majesty’s treasury, dated the 4th October 
1799, and marked most secret. ‘The subse- 
quent issues, viz, on the z2d November 
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:7799, and gth April 1801, were made by 
‘similar orders, The service for which these 
payments was made, was communicated to 
‘me in confidence ; and I consider it to be of 
so delicate a nature, that although the trea- 
sury board sigsified that the individual in 
‘question had performed the service for which 
the money had been issued to their lordships 
satisfaction, and therefore directed she navy 
board to make outa clearing bill to discharge 
him and his partners from the responsibility of 
the debt to government; yet I am decidedly 
of opinion, that even the mentioning of the 
name of the parties, with the sums issued to 
them at the particular periods before-mention- 
ed, in any public report, would not only en- 


danger the total loss of a great part of the 


money, but would subject the parties em- 


"ployed to very great inconvenience.—I 


therefore submit these circumstances to your 
consideration, as I find it impracticable to 
give you a copy of the orders under which I 
acted, omitting the secret instructions re- 
“specting the services to be performed, as.they 
are contained in almost every line of the au- 
thority; I am nevertheless ready to lay before 
you privately all the papi relative to the 
transaction, provided I am assured that it is 
not to be publicly reported, asin that case, I 
should consider myself not at liberty to make 
the communication without first consulting 
the government.—With respect to the second 
issue of navy bills to Messrs) Hammersley 
and co. amounting to 16,0col. I beg leave 
to acquaint you, that lord Hobart, one of 
the principal secretaries of state, signified to 
‘me the king’s pleasure, that I should provide 
funds for the preparation of a project intend- 
ed to be executed on the encmy’s coast, a 
_copy of which is herewith inclosed in obedi- 
“ence to your precept; and considering it 
more for the interest of the pub:ic, that the 
‘funds should be placed as they might be want- 
ed in the hands of a banker, rather in those 
of a person unknown to me, and over whom 
I could have little controul, 1 judged it 
most prudent to desire the navy bills might 
be impressed to Messrs. Hammersleys and 
co. who have no other concern in the trans- 
action than the paying of such bills as had 
“my sanction, Ihave the honour to be, gen- 
tlemen, your most obedient humble ser. 
vant, A. §. Hamond.—(A true copy.) Henry 
Nicholls, 11th June 1805. 

No. 45.—Copy of a letter from lord Hobart 
‘to sir A. S. Hamond, dated oth February 1804; 
as produced by Mr. Nicholls to the committee. 

(Most secret.) —Sir,—It being thought ad- 
viseable, under the present circumstances of 
“the war, that an attempt should be made for 
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carrying into execution the project suggested 
in the accompanying paper, for 
and the success of such an enterprize depend- 
ing in a great measure upon the secrecy and 
dispatch with which the preparations may be 
made, I have the king’s commands to signify 
to you his majesty’s pleasure, that you do 
take these preparations under your immedi- 
ate controul, and that you do communicate 
confidentially with supplying him 
with such funds, and giving him such orders 
for the purchase and for providing 

‘materials, which you may judgé 
necessary to be embarked, as shall be requi- 
site for accomplishing the object in view. 
The advances you may have occasion to make 
for this service will be hereafter replaced by 
the treasury.—As soon as the vessel shall be 
sufficiently ou will give directions 
that they should proceed with all possible ex- 
pedition to the Downs, where all further 
orders will proceed from lord Keith. 

Tam, sir, &c. Hobart. 


Report or THE CommMitree oF 
CRECY, ON THE ELEVENTH NAVAL 
REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF 
Enquiry.—Ordered to be print 
ed, Fune 1805. 


TheCommittee of Secrecy, to whom so-much 
of the eleventh report of the commissioners 
of naval enquiry, as relates to the advance 
of one hundred thousand pounds for a 
secret naval service, was referred; and 
were empowered to report their opinion 
and observations thereupon to the house: 
—Hiave agreed upon the following report. 
YOUR committee have taken into their 

consideration, the subject referred to them; 

and having examined. various persons, and 
called for and perused certain letters, and - 
other documents relative thereto, they have 
agreed on the following resolution ; Resolved, 

That itis the opinion of this committee, 
that the said 1c0,000l, was advanced for an 
object, to which the suoplies. granted for 
naval services were applicable; that the ap- 
plication thereof, to that object, was a mea- 
sure, in which the interests and honour of 
this country were concerned; that it was 
issued by the comptroller of the navy, under - 
orders from the Jords of the treasury, with 
the knowledge and authority of the first 
lord of the admiralty, and in the fittest 
mode for answering the end proposed; that 
the clearing bill for 95,0001. part of the said 
sum of 100,000!. was’ granted on just and 
proper grounds; that the circumstances of 

the application of the money were of-such a 
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nature that a disclosure of them, either at the 
period when they took place, or at any time 
since, would have been attended with public 
inconvenience; that it must be matter of re-_ 
gret, if any thing has occurred in the mean 
time, which my have tended, in any degree, 
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to sucha disclosure; and that the reasons 
against such disclosure still continue, and 
render it the duty of the committee to ab. 
stain from entering into any farther particu. 
lars on the subject. 


~ 


REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE ON 
THE PETITION oF THE DUKE oF 
ATHOLL; oOTHER MATTERS 
RELATING To THE ISLE or MAN, 


Ordered to be printed 23d May. 1805. 


~The Commitiee to whom the petition of John 
duke of Athol is referred; and to whom 
the report of the commissioners of enquiry 
relative to the Isle of Man, made in ne 
ear 1792, and all accounts respecting the 
pot of the said isle, which have , 
presented to the house in this session of 
parliament, are also referred;—and who 
were instructed to take into their conside- 
_ Yation all such parts of the said report, as 
relate to the collection and management of 
the revenue of the said isle, and likewise to 
examine into the receipts of the revenue of 
the same isle, and the disbursements there- 
‘out from the sth of January 1791 to the 
sth of January 1805; and into all balan- 
ces in the hands of the collectors or re- 
_ €eivers of the revenues of the same isle, and 
to report their observations upon all such 
subjects to the house;—and to whom the 
several accounts and papers relating to the 
Isle of Man, which have been presented to 
' the house since the 26th day of March 
last; and also, the account of the amount 
of duties received within the ports of the 
Isle of man, upon imports and exports, 
between the sth January 1798 and the 
sth January 1804, which was presented to 
the house upon the 1oth day of April, in 
the last session of parliament, are also refer- 
red ;—and who were empowered to report 
their proceedings together with their ob- 
servations and opinion thereupon, from 
time totime, to the house ;—have examin- 
ed the matter of the said petition: 


AND find, by an act of parliament made 
in the 7th of James the first, that the Isle of 
‘Man was granted in sovereignty by king 
_ Henry the fourth, to the family of Stanley, 
the ancestors of the duke of Atholl; and to 
the intent, as is recited in the act, that it 
should remain in their blood, it was by the 
' said act made unalienable, so as to render it 
impossible for any future proprietor to make 
_ any disposition or resignation of it as against 
. the heiss general of the seventh earl of Derby. 
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It also appeared to your committee, on re 
ferring to the act of the sth of George the 
third, c. 26, and to a report of a committee 


| of this house in 1790, on a petition of the 
| duke of Atholl, that his family hac under 


the said grant and act of James the I., con- 
tinued lords of the Isle of Man, with all so. . 
vereign rights, until the passing of the said 
act of the sth Geo, III. revesting the island 
in the crown of Great Britain.—Your com. 
mittee having referred to the schedule to the 
said act of 5. Geo. III. it appeared, that 
the sum given to the duke of Atholl for 
the rights of his family, which by that act 
were transferred to the crown, is so greatly 
disproportioned to the mere revenue stated in 
the said schedule as to induce your commit. 
tee to believe, that the amount of compensa. 
tion must have been calculated on a supposi- 
tion (as is alle@@d in the petition referred 
to your commitiee) that the greater part of 
the revenue produced was derived from ille- 
gal sources, or from the introduction of arti- 
cles which were afterwards smuggled into 
his majesty’s dominions.—Certain original 
books of the duties of customs on importa- 
tions into the island were produced to your 
committee, from which books it appears, that 
the principal thereof were paid onthe. 
importation of spirits, chiefly brandy, with 
some geneva and tea, all brought from Saloe, 
Barcelona, Rotterdam, and other foreign 
ports; a little rum from the West Indies, ge- 
nerally in Danish ships, and on goods charg- 
ed at different rates ad valorem; and it ap- 
peared that all articles whatever, not charg. 
ed with specific duties, paid ad valorem— 
Your committee having referred to the 12th 
Geo. I. cap. 28. it appeared, that the said 
act was passed for the protection of the re- 
venue of Great Britain and Ireland, and that 
the legislature thercby did with that view take 
away the drawbacks formerly allowed ‘on 
goods exported from his majesty’s domini- 
ons to the Isle of Man, and prohibited the 
importation into Great Britain and Ircland 
from the said Isle of Man, of any articles not 
the produce or manufacture of the island ; but 
did not attempt to restrain the importations 
into the island, or the power of exporting to 
and trading with all foreign countries, a Cite 
cumstance which appears extremely material 
to your committee, especially as it was ia 
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ev) 
that act that provision was made for pur- 
chasing the rights of the proprietors of the 


island,—And your committee here think it 
material to observe, that in the act of the sth 


- of Geo. ILL. cap. 43. there are similar provi- 


sions as to the islanc of Faro, a Danish pos- 
session, and therefore as to any trade, except 
to and from this country, totally independant 


of the British legislature.—Your committee 


also proceeded to ascertain the mode of 
imposing the rates and duties of cus- 
toms before the revestment of the island, on 
which point two books of rates of duties of 
customs, the first in 1577 and the latter in 
1692, were referred to, as set forth in 
the appendix to the report of the commis- 
sioners in 1791, which books of rates appear 
to have been made by the lords of the isle; 
and your committee have not found any trace 
of the intervention or sanction of the Keys as 
to either of those books of rates, till at so 
distant a period as the year 1736, more than 
a ceritury and a half«from the date of the first, 
and nearly half a century from that of the 
last, when the Keys appear to have claimed 
or assumed to themselves the right of con- 
firming the said rates of 1692.—Your com- 
mittee have not discovered, nor were they 
referred to any other instance of the inter- 
ference of the Keys as to books of rates, or 
duties on importations or exportations, and 


. it appears to them from the various docu- 


ments to which their attention was directed, 
that the intervention of the Keys in ail other 
instances was confined to matters of internal 
regulation only, and of assessments for local 
purposes, such as high roads, building a house 
of Keys, regulating fees of .officers of the 
courts, and other matters of a like descrip- 
tion.—It further appears to your committee, 
that since the said act of the sth Geo. IIL 
cap. 26. the sanction or concurrence of the 
Keys has never in any instance been claimed 
or resorted to in imposing any of the addi- 
tional duties that have been laid on articles 
introduced into the island, which must ob- 
viously have been imposed in virtue of the 


transfer. of the sovereign authority of the. 


island from the lord to the crown and legis- 
lature of Great Britain, although since that 
period the Keys have concurred in various 
matters of regulation and local assessment.— 
Your committee further report, that evidence 
was laid before them by the petitioner, to 
shew that the compensation was inadequate, 
even for the pecuniary income arising from 
the duties of customs, as they stood at the 
time of the revestment.—From this evidence 
it ap ared to your committee, that all arti- 
Giles not specifically charged, then paid duties 
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ad valorem, some of them at a higher rate of 
duty than at present, and that of some arti- 
cles, particularly timber, the duties were. 
taken in kind for the use of the lord, and not 
brought into the account of produce of cus- 
toms, the value of which must therefore be 
added to amount of the rated duties» if re- 
sorted to for any purpose of calculation.—It 
also appeared, that many articles, and some 
of them of considerable value, which former- 
ly paid duty, can now be legally imported 
tree of duty into the Isle ot Man.—Your 
committee also referred to an estimate of the 
revenue made by the attorney and solicitor 
general, and laid before the privy council, 
by which it appeared, that they estimated the 
amount of duties taken at the rates of 
1692 at 8461. 19s. allowing at the same 
time that the defective system of collection of, 
duties of customs made it proper to take the 
highest year of the present receipt as the basis 
of their calculation.-— Your committee found 
that since the making of that report, and 
pending the application of the duke of Atholl, 
the duties of customs on licensed articles had 
increased considerably and progressively _ 
der the act of thirty-eighth of -his present ma- 
jesty, and that the receipt of custom duties 
in 1802, would therefore give a mach larger 
sum than is stated by the law officers of the 
crown.-—It also appeared to your committee, 
on considering the circumstances before stat- 
ed of many articles being now imported free, 
and others being taken in kind, and some 
being rated at a higher ad valorem rate than 
at present, that the proportion of ad valorem 
duties taken by the officers of the crown at 
one-third, ought to be estimated much higher, 
probably at no less than the present actual 
produce.—It further appears, that the articles 
of herring customs and forfeituies, contained 
in the column of the schedule to the act of 
the 5th Geo. III. were by mistake omitted 
in that calculation, and that the salmon 
fisheries, and boons and services, have in fact 
been lost by the lord since the passing of 
that act, and that even his castles of residence, 
and wharfs and quays, have been taken away, 
notwithstanding it clearly appears, that the 
herrings customs and salmon fisheries were 
not intended to be taken by the crown under 
the act, and that the boons and services, and 
castles, wharfs, and quays, were not necessary 
to the object in view in passing the said act. 
— Your committee is therefore satisfied, from 
a consideration of all the circumstances, that 
even in this restricted mode of considering 
the question, the revenue raised in the island 
on the rates subsisting at the time of the res 
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fecx 


_| 
Ue 
he 
ee 
he 
er 
O- 
id 
id 
ne 
he q 
at 
or 
ly | 
in | 
de 
i- 
of | 
1 | 
al 
ae 
at 
a 
h 
d 
it 
i 
n 
be 
e | 
d 
it 
8 
il 
a 
. 


cevii} 


for which the sum given was far below: any 


thing that could be considered as an ‘adequate. 
compensation.—IJt also appears to your com- | 


mittee, that subsequent experience, derived 
from the effect of the different acts under 
which the Isle of Man has been regulated, as 

_ to thesupply of articles of consumption since 
the ripedk of the act of the sth Geo. HI. 
chap. 39. for preventing the mischiefs arising 

- #0 the revenues of Great Britain and Irelaad 
from illicit trade to and from the Isle of 
Man, has fully proved, that regulations, 
founded on a treaty between the lord of the 
Island and Great Britain, after the trade and 
supply of the island, and a moderate increase 
of duties, which would have belonged to the 
Jord, would have effectually protected the 
revenue of Great Britain and Ireland, and 
greatly improved instead of annihilating his 
revenues,— The draft of the last-mentioned 
act (called the mischief act) was also pro- 
duced to your commitiee, with the clauses 
and provisions contained in it when origin- 
ally introduced, and which remained in it 
subsequent to the period when the coutract 
‘for the revestment of the island was executed. 
It also appears from the journals of the 
house, referred to by your committee, that 
this bill went in its progressive steps through 
the first and second readings (and notwith- 
standing the opposition of the duke of 
Atholl, who stated his objections to it by 
his counsel at the bar of the house) stood 
committed for the 28th February.—Thiis 
bill prohibited the importation into the 
isle of India goods, except from Great 
Britain, placed British officers of customs 
and excise in the harbours, alowed sei- 
zures to be made in the island, and the 

adjudication of questions on those. seizures, 
and trials of persons acting in the island 

contrary to the act, to be carried on in the 
outs of Great Britain, and prohibited the 
“Importation of spirits from any place out of 
Great Britain, operating therefore with the 
weight of- the British duties (for no 
drawbacks were allowed) added to Island 
-Guties and freight, re-shipment, &c. as a 
~prohibition on consumption.—lIt appears to 
your committee, that this bill, which was 
postponed till afterthe execution of the 
- contract before stated, but was afterwards 
passed with some amendiments, and continued 
in force only a few years, necessarily de- 
stroyed (as the experiment of its operation 
during the short period of its remaining in 
force proved) the duties of customs, which 
constituted, the greater proportion of the 
revenue of the lord; and it 1s evident from 
the ground on which the then duke of Atholl 


ccxi] PARL. ACCOUNTS.—Grear Briratx.—Public Income. 


af the Prerte Tucour of Great Britain. for the Year ended 5th January 1805, 


PARL. PAPERS, 1805.—Report from the Committee on the 


opposed the bill in the house, and from an; 
original letter produced to your committee, 
in the hand-writing of his grace, written by. 
him to his confidential agent, and dated the. 
23d of February, 1765, three days. before 


the letter on which the subsequent revestment. | - 
was founded, that he had treated under thar | 


impression, and under the apprehension that 


the operation of that bill would prove destruce. 
tive of the revenue he derived from the island,; . 


—In proof also, that the contract on the part 
of the duke and duchess of Atholl, was in: 
substance, under every fair consideration of 
the transaction, an involuntary and compul. 


sory act, the evidence of Mr. Hammersley, ~ 
taken at the bar of the house in 1781, was 


produced; and also the evidence of six 
Fletcher Norton, 2 member of the house, 


given invhis place on the same day.-—It also * 


appears to your committee, that the duchess 
of Atholl, the heir of entail of the 7th eark 
of Derby, a feme covert, was not cxamined 
in the progress of the bill through the house: 
of lords, and that the present duke of Atholl 
her son, and the next in succession, was only 
10 years of age at the time of the revestment, 
and that no trustce was appointed for him, 
the act of the 12th George the first, having 
only provided for a treaty with the trustee of 
lady Henrietta Bridget Ashburnham, and did 
not advert to any other incapacitated persons, 
—On the subject of 20,0001. per annum, 


pension on the Irish establishment, it appears — 


to your committee, that if taken as part of 
the compensation, it was not secured as it 
ought to have been (in that mode of consi- 
dering it) to the right heir of enrail.—And 
if shis pension is not to be considered ag 
part of the compensation, it most materially 
reduces the amount of what was given.— 
Your committee have also thought it their 
duty to inquire into the statevof the revenue 
of the Isle of Man, with reference to the 
opinion of his majesty’s privy council, in, 
their report now before the house, that some 
pariicipation of the revenues arising from 
the Isle of Man, should be allowed as a furs 
-ther compensation for the rights revested in 
the crown by the gth Geo. IL],—On ‘this 
part of the subject your committee referred 
to the statement of the revenue subsequent to 
the revestment, contzined in the report o 
the commissioners in 1791, from which it 


appears, that the revenues of the island were, | 


by the operation of the mischief act, reduced 
to a very small sum, and were even atter the 
repeal of that act, and the introduction of a 
new system, not productive of any surpli:s 5 
but that subsequent to the act of the 38th of 


Geo, ILL and owing to the beneficial 
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operation of that act, and of the 41st of 
’ Geo. III. the revenue has gradually in- 
creased, the Island has been better supplied, 
and illicit trade more effectually prevented. 
—It appears to your committee, on the 
examination of the accounts on the table 
of the house, and of an account signed by 
the receiver-general of the island, and pro- 
duced to your commitiee, that the surplus 
revenue of the Isle of Man now remain- 
ing under the act of the 7th Geo. III. un- 
applied, and at the disposal of parliament, 
is upwards of 23,0001. of which 20,5401. 
3s. 1d. is in the hands of the receiver- 
general of the island, and the remainder 
in the exchequer.—Your committee also 
think it necessary to notice, that a mate- 
rial proportion of the revenue, which must 
fairly be considered as arising from the 
Isle of Man to this country, remains in 
Great Britain, and is carried to the ac- 
count of the British revenues, and does 
not appear in the account of the produce 
of duties in the island. ‘The duty in this 
country on rum is Is. 1d. the gallon, and 
the drawback only Sd.; and as the Isle of 
Man is restrained from having any supply 
of rum but from Great Britain, it is ob- 
vious that 5d. a gallon ought to be carried 
to the account of the revenues of the is- 
land, amounting on that article to upwards 
of 10001.—The same observation applies 
to brandy, when brought from Great Bri- 
tain, the difference on which is 7d. per 
gallon; but the amount retained on this 
article will” fluctuate, and be generally 
much less than that on rum, as brandy 
may be brought from Guernsey free of 
British duties.—Wine likewise leaves a 
duty of 5 guineas per ton when carried 
from Great Britain to the Isle of Man; 
and as to iron and hemp, two articles re- 
quired for the islands in considerable quan- 
tities, 1]. 5s. per ton is left on iron, and 
2s. 2d. per cwt, on hemp, ‘There are be- 
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sides duties left in the like manner on va- 
rious other articles of less importance.— 


‘The rates of postage for the Isle of Man 


are in the Whitehaven collection, amount- 
ing, as your committee is informed, to a 
considerable sum per aunum.—It further 
appears to your committee, that the ob- 
ject of the crown and the legislature, in 
requiring the duke of Atholl to resign his 
sovereign rights, was the protection of the 
revenue of Great Britain and of Ireland, 
and not the acquisition of revenue from 
the island ; and that even on the supposi- 
tion that some revenue might have been 
supposed likely to accrue, that which has 
arisen since the introduction of the im- 
proved system, and is now increasing, 
greatly exceeds what parliament could 
have had in contemplation at the time of 
the purchase. Your committee, there- 
fore, upon full consideration of the matters 
hereinbefore set forth (and without having 
attempted to set any pecuniary value on 
the splendid and sovereign dignities, ho 
nours, and privileges, attached to this 
ancient inheritance, but which will un- 
doubtedly be duly estimated by the just 
liberality of the British legislature)—Have 
come to the following 

Resolutions.—1st. That the committee, 
having considered the documents and evi« 
dence which have been laid before them, 
are of opinion, that the petitioner has fully 
established the allegations of his petition, 
—2d. That it is the opinion of this com- 
mittee, That it would be proper to recom- 
mend to the house, that parliament should 
grant such further compensation as shall 
seem adequate for the benefit of the peti- 
tioner, and the other heirs general of the 
7th earl of Derby, according to the provi- 
sions of the act of the 7th of King James I. 
and that such compensation should be 
charged on the revenue of the island. 
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Abstract Statement of the Pustic Income of Great Britain, for the Year ended 5th January 1905, 


Paid into the 


Heads of Revenue. - Gross Receipt. | Produce. “Exehequer. 
ORDINARY REVENUES. 1 
{ 

England] 10,189,238 10 92] 8,451,719 10 7,939,771 -5 + 
Scotland 759,849 0.8 608,577 17.1 418,100 0 
— Great Britain] 10,949,087 11 54| 9,060,297 8 23] 8,357,871 5 , 
_ Excise England] 20,985,644 2 92119,511,982 9 94 19,448,143 3 

Scotland} 1,484,668 9 94] 1,478,487 3 33) 1,156,000 0 
Great Britatn] 22,470,312 12 74/20,990,469 13 1 {20,604,145 3 
‘Stamps england] 3,429,697 § 3,357,727 4 3,176,256 10 

Scotland] , 202,048 10 34] 207,167 5 11 |. 178,066 7 

SSE 2 Great Britain] 3,631,745 18 64] 3,564,894 10 64] 3,354,322 18 

‘Land and Assessed Taxes.............England} 5,747,374 10 7 | 5,833,502 5 5 | 5,167,630 3 

Scotland] 1633954 9 11 208,982 17 10 141,500 0 

Great Britain} 5,911,329 6 | 6,042,485 3 34] 5,309,130 3 

Post, Office 1,178,408 7 0 969,419 15 10 827,518 8 

_ Scottand 118,000 4 0 137,938 13 3 96,681 11 

: Great Britain] 1,296,408 11 0 } 1,107,358 9 1 924,600 0 

‘Is. in the £. on' Pensions 2 ..... eee Englan 44,656 10 I1 46,880 19 17 44,328 0 

‘and Salaries § .........Scotland 2,776 19 84 6,116 19 11 5,487 0 

Great Britain 47,433 10 7 52,997 19 7% 49,815 0 

6d. in the £. on Pensions 2 .......... England 59,005 1 gi 58,493. 2 % 58,532 16 

_ and Salaries §..........Scotland 2,762 8 114 2,745 5S 8: 2,745 3 

é. Great Britain 61,767 10 8 61,278 6 4 61,278 0 

‘Hackney: Coach 28,767 16 6 26,656 11 3% 26,286 0 

Hawkers.and Pediars. 9,615 5 9 7,014 3°47 6,612 t4 
Total Ordinary Revenues............| 44,406,467 17 8 [40,915,452 5 1 |38,695,459 5 9 

Small Branches of Hereditary Revenue. 
dd ied 6,933 15 4 9,785... 5, 3,977 18 8 
Post Fines.,......... 313 2 3,561 14 - - 
Seizures. 63,648 12 43] 63,648 12 43] 63,648 12 
Proffers. G15, 3.2 ,615, 3 2 615 3 2 
Crown Lands. 35,168° 9 1 54,°66 17 1 966 13 4 

‘Extraordinary Resources. 

Property Tax. England} 3,572,556 17 54} 3,478,551 10 5 3,478,551 10 § 

Scotland 6,333: 21:6 6,000 0 0 6,000 0 0 

nye Great Britain} 3,978,889 19 14 3,484,551 10 5 | 3,484,351 10 35 

Arrears of Income Duty * 83,441 6 7 81,048 6 9% 81,048 6 

Lottery, Net Profit ‘e 434,625 0 0 413,645 7 2 413,645 7 2 

Aid and 59017 9 590 17 9 590 17 9 
Arrears of Taxes collected under the Aid yg 
and Contribution 1,941 17 3 1,890 13 1,890 13 

Monies paid on Account of the Interest of 

Loans raised fer the Service of Lreland| 1,275,178 17 1 | 1,275,178 17 2 | 1,275,178 17 1 
On Account of the Commissioners, appoint- 

ed by Act 35 Geo. IIf. for Issuing Ex- 

chequer Bills for Grenada, &e..,........ »| 201,000 0 0. 201,000 0 0 201,000 0 @ 
Interest on Stoek Transferred by Instal- 

ments, for the Redemption of the Land : 

Tax. iassy 4,500 0 0 4,500 0 6 4,500 0 0 
Fees of Regulated Exchequer Offices.......... 36,664 7 0 36,664 7 0 36,664 7 0 
Imprest Money Repaid by sundry Public } 

ACCOUNANES 21,038 5 22] 21,031 5 21,031 5 
Other Monies Paid to the Public................ 15,250 0 2 13,230 0 2| , 45,280 0.2 4 

Total. Independent of 
Loans......... § |50,164,443 8 11 146,578,564 2 42/44,297,801 18 4 
Loans paid into the Exchequer. in Part of 
£.14,500,000, including 4,500,000 
raised for the Service of Ireland..........| 15,209,351 13 9 | 13,209,351 13 9 | 13,209,551 13 9 
Grand £ | 63,373,795 2 8 [59,787,915 16 13] 57,507,153 11 10° 


N.B.—The War Duties of Customs and Excise are included under their respective Heads of Revenue. 
Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, 23d March 1805. 
Note.—The Appropriated Balances in the Exchequer, on the 5th Jan. 1804, amounted to 8,812,3391. 8% 
44d; and on the 5th January 1805, to 10,255,3531. 5s. 5d. There was no unappropriated Balance ia 


the Exchequer at either of the above-mentioned Periods. 


W. Huskisson. 


The Amount of Exchequer Bills, Navy Bills, 


and Transport Bills, issued for the Public Service between the 5th January 1804, and the 5th January 
1805, and not redeemed within that Period, was, in. Kxchequer Bills, £. 16,429,500; in Navy and Vie 
tualling Bills, 1,980,1581. 7s. 2d. ; and in Transport Bilis, 198,465]. 5s. 6d. 
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An Account of! the Sums paid into, and ‘the Charges upon, the ConsOLIDATED Funn, be- 
tween the 5th of January, 1804, and.the 5th of April, 1805; distinguishing each Quarter, 


INCOME, 
_ In the Quarters ended 
Sth April, 1804,/5th July, 4804.| 10th Oct. 1084.} 5th Jan. 1805. \Sth April, 1805. 
Permanent Taxes .. (5164318 1 1136559354 7 9 6604554 17 1$/7502677° 8 10 '575739S 3g 
Surplus of Sugar, Malt, ; 
aud Tobacco, annual- 7 
ly granted | 702858 7 6 | 287654 Q 0 | 437933 0 17375 0 342054 12 
Land Tax, from 1798 | 118519 O 44) 347335 4 11 | 183342 14 11 | 518452 19 44) 156685 10 
Do. on Personal Estates : 
sincedo. | 29360 7 4] 37337 0 63] 26641 6 83} 36186 10 25085 5 
Income . Duties 
5 granted in 1799, 
| 1800, and 1801.} 19422 6 43) 25371 12 34} 16799 10 105} °19454 17 23} 28549 9 
& 4 Additional Assess- a 
| ed Taxes, 1798.} 334 9 7 680 10 11 48119 OF 78 1-9 
< | Land and Annual’ - 
Malt Duties - 2985 18 11 1325. 2 0 - - - £2285 19:10 
Imprest Monies . . | 83053 6 8} 51216 8 35918 7 2] 3573710 43578 12 4h 
Money paidon Account 
ofthe Govt.of Ireland} 204179 15 5 | 376896 3 11 | 295136 0 10 | 400966 19 1] 301478 11 1 
Brought from Money 
reserved for Tontine,| 
An. 1789, on Account 
of TreasuryNominees} - -} 12108 2 103) - - - 12112 6 O}} - - 
Voluntary Contribu- 
tions, Anno 1798. [| : - -j - 590.17 9 - - 
Money paid. by Abm. 
Newland, Esq. on Ac- 
count of Commissrs.} 
of Exchéquer Bills, 
per Act 35.Geo. - -| - -}| 66000 0 0} 77000 0. 0: 
£ 46321845 13 33}'7700939 10 2417600152 18 7713409654 9 1416744189 3 


CHARGE, 


In the Quarters ended 


oth April, 1804.] 5th July, 1804.]10th Oct, 1804.) 5th Jan. 1804. [5th April, 1805+ 
Interest of Public Debt 

created prior to the ‘ 

oth January, 1803 - 14215584 12 53/6197546 15 9114200368 5 11216481598 5 5 [8870071 10 6} 
Do, created in 1803 . | 295684 14 7 | 148520. 0 0 | 170379 13 9 | 146160 6 O | 165626 7 11° 
DO... « « - - - 46266. 9 0 | 154747 10 312593 8 Of} 321003 14 4 
Commissioners for the 

Reduction ofthe Pub-| 

Nic Debt . [1056043 12 '73/4122018 12 74]1109518 12 13 4g 
Civil List. .. | 224500 0 0 | 224500 0 0 224500° 0 0} 224500 O 224500 0 0 
Do. per Act 44 Geo. III. - - - - - - 15000. 0 0 15000 0 0 15000 0 0 
Courts of Justice... | 11701 1 2 8603 2 O]| 25541 710} #11673 11 Of 18487 911 
Mint......... §348 0 0. 3450 0 0 4297 2 9 4650 0 O| 4844 8 6 
Salaries, Allowances, & dq. 

___ Incidental Charges 6810 12 0. 5294 2 0 6202 10 0 5134 15 0 5973 19 6 
Pensions. .....-] 7146613 41 7146613 4] 7146613 4] 7046615 4] 7086613 4 
Bounties... - 2956 13 8 500 20000 0 0 500 0 0 
£5885959 6 8 436003743 16 33|8404295 5 6 
Exchequer, 
The 6th Day of May, 1805. Jamas Fisuen. 
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January, 1805. 


PARL. ACCOUNTS.—Great Britain-Public Expenditure. 


Account of the Pusric Expenpiture of Great Britain, for the Year ended 5th 


[ecxxviij 


IX. 


x. 
xf. 


Interest & Charges on the permanent Debt of — Britain, or A.) 


The Interest on Excheq. Bills ) - 


The Civil List (C.) 
Courts of justice 
Other Charges 
onthe Mint - 


Allow. to Roy. Fam. 
Salaries and Allow® 
Bounties - 


Consolidated 
Fund, viz. 


Civil Govt. of Scotland (D.) - 
Other Payments in Anticipation (E. ) 
Bounties for Fisheries, Manufac- 
tures, Corn, &c. 
Pensions on the Hereditary Rev. 


Militia and DesertersWarrants, &c,| 


Purchase of Legal Quays - - 


Navy; (F.)—Salaries to the Offices 
For Wages, Bounty, Flag, Pay, &e. 
For Dock of 


For on - 


The Victualling Department - 
The Sick and Wounded d® - 
The Transport - - 
For Transports - - 

For Prisoners of War, in 
Health - - - 
Miscellaneous Services - 


Ordnance (G.) 
army.— Ordinary Servi (IL) - 
For Regul. Fence. Milit. Inval. 

and Volun. — - 

Barracks - - 

Staff Off. and Off. of Gar- 

risons - - - 

olf Pays - - - 

Widows’ Pensions - 

Chelsea Hospital - 

Exchequer Fees - - 

Pay of Public Offices - 


Extraordinary Services - 


Loans, Remittances, and Advances to 


other Countries: Ireland (1.) - 
Miscellaneous Services ; oa ) 
At Home - 


Abroad - - - 


Deduct Loan for Ireland 


* This inciudes the Sum of £. 446,885. 9s. 
N. B. The several Items under each Head are stated in Zae Appendix A,B, &c.; which follow. 


84,000 
1,815,750 


5,184,071 
262,000 


928 ,000 0 
97,319 2 
20,727 2 
284,866 
23,441 
93,456 


ao 


$36,524 
27,7100 
286,668 
76,639 


1,397,811 10 


690,028 


110,000 
57,000 


9,500,060 
1,786,048 


289,027 
228,600 
22,500 
207,963 
80,353 
70,000 


seoooco 


7,345,821 
3,279,501 
277,000 


one 


857,028 


12,183,891 0 0 
3,560,803 


1,628,555 


34d. for Interest paid on Imperial Loans. 


26,044,785 16 11 


624,859 18 


79,705 4 1f 


727,582 11, 


5 § 


11,759,351 
3,550,141 


15,744,694 15 3 
3,733,291 13 


1,882,074 14 8} 


65,484,298 5 


5,733,291 13 4 


-| 61,751,006 11 10f 


— 
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APPENDIX (A. 1.)—An Account of the Monies paid out of the Receipt of His Majesty’s Exchequer, 
in the Year ending the 5th January, 1805, towards satisfying the Charges of the Pustic Funpep Dest 
of Great-Britain, [reland, and Imperial Loans; distinguishing the Total Amount of the Sums applied 
for Interest, Charges of Management, Sums applicable to its Reduction, and the usual Grants for the 


same Purpose. 


Permanent Funded Debt of Great-Britain 
Loans raised for the Service of Ireland 
Imperial Loans - 


s. 

Annual Issue by 26 Geo. IIT. 1,000,000 0 

Do. -42Geo. III. 200,000 0 

Annuities for Terms of Years 

expired, prior to 5th July, 
1802+ - - 


79,880 14 
Annuities for Lives, on which 
the Nominees are certified 
to have died prior to 5th 
July, 1802, or that have 
beenunclaimed for3 Years 
Interest on Debt of Gt.-Brit. 
redeemed - 

- Ireland Do. 
- Imperial Do. 


49,376 15 


2,470,740 3 
51,972 4 
13,962 16 


Do. - 
Do. 


Towards the Reduction of the Public Debt: 


d. 
0 
0 


£. 3,865,932 15 
Annuity at £.1 per Cent. on 
Part of Capitals created 
since 5th Jan. 1793 - 2,985,268 16 


INTEREST. 


Annuities for Lives 
and for 
Terms of Years. 


Charges 
of Management. 


é. s. 
16,028,661 16 45 
836,140 5 4 
211,116 $ 3 


1,603,670 
16,208 
230,000 


247,606 8 11} 
14,411 4 7 
5,769 6 OF 


1,849,879 1 4 


17,075,918 4 11 
267,786 19 7 


19,193,584 5 11 


6,851,201 11 0 


| 26,044,785 16 11 


1,849,879 


267,786 19 74 


APPENDIX (A. 2.)—An Account of the Total Amount of the Sums actually received by the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the Nationar Dest, in the Year ending the 5th of Jan. 1805. 


GREAT BRITAIN. 
Annual Issue, by 26 Geo. III. - 
Ditto - - by 42 Geo. IIL. 
99 and 96 Annuities - 
Expired and unclaimed Anns. 
Short Anns. 1777 - 
Dividends on £.3 per Ct. Anns. 
Ditto - on £.4perCt. Anns, 
. 1 per Ct. per Annum on Part of Capitals 
from 1793 to 1804, both inclusive * 


IRELAND. 


created by Loans raised 


£.1 per Ct. per Annum on Capitals created by Loans raised from 


_ ,1797 to 1804, both inclusive - 
Dividends on £.3perCt,Anns..  - - 


IMPERIAL. 


£.1 per Ct. per Annum on the Capital created by Loan 1797 


Dividends on Imperial .£. 3 per Ct. Anns. 


Office Reduction National Debt, 
22d Feb, 1805. 


1 


1,000,000 0 0 
200,000 0 0 
54,880 14 6 
49,376 15 7 
25,000 0 0 
2,366,044 3 6 
104,696 0 


2,670,740 16 9 


277,834 19. 3 
51,972 4-8 


36,693 © 0 
13,962 16 9 


Total - - &. 


6,470,738 10 % 


329,807 3 11 


50,655 16 9 


@. T. Sec. 


6,851,201 11 0 


— | 
. $ 
— 
14 8k 
- é § 
- 0 0 
‘ 
6 
8 
9 
0 
| &§ 
| 


APPENDIX (B.)—An Account of the Interest paid on Excazeusr Butts, from the 5th day of 
' January 1804 to the 5th day of January 1005. 


Aids 
supply 


43 Geo. ILI. Cap. 5. 125,211 5 3 


- Anno 1803 
43° 


e Cap. 36. 1083 fr 


1 803 bad - - 


cexxxi] PARL. ACCOUNTS.—Great Bills, [coxxxij 
Vole of Credit 


Supply 1803 Bk.of 


oO 


eg ¢ 6 
AOD 


Aids 1804 - 
- += + Cap. 31. - - FurtherSum - - 1804 - - - «= « 
Paid to the Gov ernor and Company of the Bank of England, on Personal Estates 


and Malt Tax Acts - - - - - - = = = = «© 101,692 15 9 


Exchequer-Bill Office, 624,859 18 10 
6th Feb. 1805. 
Examined and certified, W. Pollard, Comptr. J, Planta.—Jn® Cudlip.—John Peter, 


APPENDIX (C.)—An Account of the Charges upon the Consoniwatep Funp, in the Year ending 5th F 
Jan. 1805; exclusive of the Interest, of the Public Debt, and of the Payments upon Exchequer [ # 
Bills; distinguishing the same under the several Heads of Civil List, Courts of Justice, Sc. Mint, | 
other Salaries and Allowances, and Bounties. ‘ 


CIVIL LIST. T. Marsham, Esq. Sec. to Com- 
For the Support of his Majesty’s  £ s. d. missioners for issuing Exche- 
| Household - - - - 898,000 0 0 | quer Bills, by Act 35 Geo. III. 500 0 07 
Ditto, by Act 44 Geo. IIT. Cap. 80. 
60,0001. perann. - -  - 30,000 0 0 PENSIONS, 
COURTS OF ‘JUSTICE. His Royal Highness ~ Prince of — 
The Judges of England and Wales, Wales 2 - =e «= 65,000 0 0 
in Augmentation of their Salaries 18,204 0 0 | Ditto ditto a - 60,000 0 Of 
A. Graliam, Esq. Inspector of the Ditto - - Dukeof York. - - 14,000 0 OF 
| temporary Places of Confine- Ditto - - - - Clarence - 12,000 0 0 
ment of Ditte - - - Kent - - 12,000-0 0 
portation - - - 350° 0 0 | Ditto - - - - Cumberland 12,000 0 0 
P. Colquhoun, Esq. Reveleer of the Ditto - - - = Sussex - - 12,000 0 0 
Thames Police Office —- ~ 7,052 5 0 | Ditto - - - - Cambridge- 12,000 0 0 
W. Baldwin, Esq. Receiver of the Ditto - - - - Gloncester- 8,000 0.08 
7 Public Offices of Police - + 15,422 13 0 | Ditto = Ditto - - ~£,000 0-0F 
H. M. Dyer, Esq. Chief Justice Her Royal Highness Duchess 
i of the Admiralty Court inthe Is- of York = ‘a - 4,000 0 0F 
land of Bahama, Act 43 Earl of Chatham 4,000 0 
Geo. II. - - 1,000 0 | Lord Rodney - - 2,000 0 OF 
J. Bedford, Esq. do. 1,000 0 0 Heathfield 1,500 0 
H, Holland, Esq. late do. Jamaica 523 1 94] Lady Dorchester - - - 31,000 0 0F 
J. Sewell, esq. Chief Justice of do. John Penn, Esq. nm - - 3,000 0 OF 
at Malta - - - = 41,473 8 1 | Richard Penn, Esq. - - - 1,000 0 
Alex. Croke, Esq. do. Nova Scotia 5,308 10 241] Lord St. Vincent * * - 2,000 0 0 
Sherifis of England and Wales - 4,000 0 0 |—~— Duncan - - - - 2,000 0 0 
Keeperof the HanaperinChancery 3,000 0 O | —~— Nelson - 2,000 0 0F 
MINT. Hutchinson - - - 2,000 0 0 
Master of his Majesty’s Mint in Lady Abercrombie - . - 2,000 0 0F 
England - - - = = 17,250 0 O | Sir William Henry Ashurst - + 2,000 0 07 
T. Morrison, Esq. Recciver of the Lord Rosslyn - is e - 3,000 0 0 
Fees and Emoluments in the Sir Sidney Smith - - - 1,000 0 OF 
Office of the Mint - = = 2,277 2 9 | Duke of Richmond - - - 12,666 13 4 
Master of his seas Mint in Sir John Skinner - - 500 0 0 
Scotland - - _- 1,200 0 © | Representatives of Arthur Onslow 3,000 0 0F 
SALARIES AND ALLOWANCES, Sir James Saumarez- - 1,200 0 0) 
The Rt. Hon. C. Abbot, Speaker Duke of Portland, for the Prince 
of the House of Comiuons, to of Orange - 16,000 0 
Lord Borringdon and others, in 
per ann. 2,535 9 0 Trust for Lord Amherst - - 3,000 0 
The Marquis of Bute, late one of : 
_ the Auditors of the Imprest - 7,000 0 0 BOUNTIES. 
P. Deare, Esq. late a Deputy do. Sv0 0 0 | For the Encouragement of the 
E. Roberts, Esq.on the yearly Sum Growth of Hemp and Flax in ; 
of 6501. formerly paid to the Au- Scotland - - 2,956 15 
ditor of the Exchequer - - 650 © 0 | Richard Clarke, Esq. Chamberlain 
J.T. Batt, Esq. Commissioner for , of the City of London, for the 
auditing the Public Accounts - 14,000 0 0 better Improvement of the Port qe 
John Martin Leake, Esq. - do. 500 0 0 of London - - - - 20,000 0 Of 
John Erskine, Esq. - - - do. 500 0 O | William Stevens, Esq. Treasurer 
Hon. B. Bouverie - - - do, 1,000 0 0 of the Governors of the Bounty of 
Sir C, W. R. Boughton, Bart. do. 1,000 0 O Queen Anne, for the Relief of 
' Salaries in the Office of Clerks of such Curatesasmaybedeprived —SE 
Public Accounts - - 6,000 0 0 of their Cures in consequence 
G. Atwood, Esq. Inspector of | Cers of an Act 43 Geo. III. - - 500 0% 
\ tificates in Tontine, Anno 1789 800 0 0 <= 
f Chief Cashier of the Bank of Eng- £. 1,337,811 20 © 
land, for Fees paid at sundry Exchequer, — 
Offces - - - 1,656 10 0 1805. James Fisner, 
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APPENDIX (D.)—A List of all such Sum and Sums of Money as are incurred, and become due, 
upon his Majesty’s Establishment for Civis Arrarrs within Scor.anp, bearing Date the 19th Day 
of June 1761, for One Year. from 5th January 1804 inclusive to 5th January 1805 exclusive. 

- “ihe 719,705 a 4 


= 


APPENDIX (E. 1.)—An Account of the Amount of Bountirs paid in England and Scotland, and of 
the Revenues of Customs and Excise, between the 5th of Jan. 1804 and the 5th of Jan. 1805 3 being 
Payments in the Nature of Anticipations of Exchequer Issues. 


England. Scotland. Great Britain, 
CUSTOMS. 
Bounties on Corn, Cotton, and Linen Manufac- é. s. d. ée a’ he s. de 


tures, British and Southern Whale Fishery, 
New foundland and White Herring Fishery, > {247,667 6 104] 56,388 16 9% |504,056 3 8 
and Bounty for Encouragement of Volunteer 


EXCISE. ‘ 
Bounties on Beer exported - - + + = = 1,358 4 9 _ — 1,358 4 9 
— British Spirits - - - - - - 874 19 119 _ 874 19 112 


— -—Fishexported - - ----- - 17,768 17 2 739 15 18,508 12 6 


4 
cise, for Deficiency of Meney in the Hands — — —} 11,726 0 of 11,726 0 Of 


ofthe Receiver Gen, of the Customs - - - 
£.| 267,669 8 68,854 12 13 1336,594 0 11 


APPENDIX (E. 2.)—Genenar Post Orrice.—An Account of Payments from Parliamentary Grants 
for the Year ending Sth January 1805, 


His Grace the Duke of Marlborough -- - - - + 5,000 
His Grace the Duke of Grafton - - - + - + = = + = = 4,700 
The Heirs of the iate Duke of Scomberg - - - + = - = + 4,000 


13,700 
March 18th 1805. Examined per Tros. Cnurca, 
Deputy Acc, General. 


APPENDIX (E.3.) Excise.—An Account, shewing how the Pusric Montes remaining in the Re- 
ceipt of the Exchequer on 5th of Jan. 1804, together with thé Monies paid into the same during 
the Year ending 5th Jan. 1805, and the Monies paid out of the Net Produce of the Revenues of 
the said Year, in Anticipation of the Exchequer Receipt, have been actually applied, so far as re- 
gards the Receipt of the Excise in England, and can be ascertained at the Excise Office. 


Duke of Grafton - - - = = = = 9,000 — — 
Earl Cowper - - = = = 
6th Head - - - Charles eal Esq. Moiety of the Earl of Bath’s 1,500 — — 
Lord Melborne’s ditto - - = - - = = 1,500 —— 

BOUNTIES; viz. 


Beer exported - - © = 1,358 4 9 
British Spirits - 874 19 112 
Salted Provisions - - - - - * = ~ = = 17,768 172 


Excise Office, London, J. Kemp, £,| 34,002 1 103 
13th March, 1805, Accompt, General. 
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APPENDIX (E. 4.)—-An Account of Sums advanced by Receivers General of Land and Assessed 
‘Taxes, on Account of Mitrria, Deserters’ Warrants, and other Disbursements, under various 
Acts of Parliament ; between 5th den. 1804 and the 5th of Jan. 1805. 


Defence Acts: - - - - - - - - 
Army of Reserve - - - - - - 61,659 10 8 
Levy en Masse - - - - - 917 10 11 
Volunteers - - - - - - {141,981 16 10} 
Yeomanry Cavalry - - - - - - - - -| 11,512 5.11 
- Population Act - - - - - - - - - 678 15 54 

Expences under Land Tax - - - 
Redemption Acts - - - - - 19,996 -5 

Office for Taxes, A 

| 286,668 10 6 


APPENDIX (E. 5.) An Pr the Sums advanced out of the Consozipatep Customs, for the 
Purchase of Lecar Quays; between the 5th Jan. 1804, and 5th Jan. 1805, £. 76,689 12 6. 


— 
— 


APPENDIX (F.).—Navy, 20th March, 1805. An Account, shewing the Amount of Monies received 
from his Majesty’s Exchequer, for Navat Services, between the 5th of Jan, 1804, and 5th Jan, 1805; 
distinguishing the Services to which the same has been applied. 


NAVY. de 
Salaries te the Admiralty, Navy, and ry fey Offices - 84,000 0 0 
Wages to Officers and Seamen - - 1,155,000 0 0 
Bounty to Volunteers, Flag Pay, he. - 350,000.0 0 
Half-pay to Sea Officers, and Bounty to Chaplains - - 231,750 0 0 
Pensions to Sea their ont te 
Artificers 79,000 0 0 
Wages to his Majesty’s Dock and ‘Rope Yards - - $16,235 0 0 
Building of Ships, Purchase of Stores of every Deseription, re- 
pairing Ships, Purchase of Ships taken from the Enemy, 
Head Money, &c. in at 90 - $3,757,259 3 8 
Pilotage - 29,000 0 
Bills of Exchange, Imprests, and Contingencies - - 572,577 1 1 
Exchequer Fees - 9,000 0 0 ; 
Marine Service on Shore, and Half-pay to Marine Officers - 262,000 00 4. » @. 
7,845,821 4 9 
VICTUALLING. 
Provisions, and all Sorts of in Bills 
at 90 Days’ Date - - 2,563,395 6 2 
Provisions, &c. paid for in Ready Money - - - 55,000 0 0 
Bills of Exchange, and Imprests - 436,000 0 0 
Necessary and Extra necessary Money, and Contingencies - 88,000 0 O 
Wages to Officers, Workmen, &e. at the several Ports 124,900 0 0 
Widows’ Pensions - - - - - 12,206 2 2 
3,279,501 8 4 
SICK AND WOUNDED. 
Subsistence, Medicine, Bedding, &c. for Sick Seamen _~ 220,000 0 0 
——————-_ 277,000 0 8 
TRANSPORTS. 
Freight of Transports, and for Stores, ee c. for Pri- 
soners of War in Health, paid for in Bills 3/90 Days’ Date 650,028 12 4 
Bills of Exchange, &c. - - 57,000 0 0 
Subsistence, Clothing, &c. of. War in Health, paid 
for in Ready Money - - - - 110,000 0 
857,028 12 4 


£.1),759,551 5 5 
H. Duxcan———S.. Gamarer. 


FP. J. Hartwent. 


APPENDIX (6) An Account of ‘Monies paid by the Office of Orpnancs; in the Year 1804, for 
Services at Home and Abroad respectively. 


s. d. 

Services at Home - - - - - - - 3,351,583 9 2 
Services Abroad - - - 198,557 12 9 
Office of Ordnance, £.3,550,141 1 11 


6th March, 1805. . 
J. M, W. Porz.——C, Asuizy, 
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PENDIX (H.) An Account of Monies paid by the Right Hon. the Payinaster Gen. of his Majesty’s 
ad ¢ Forces, from 25th Dee. 1803, to the 24th Dec. 1804. 


Pay and Allowances of the Forces, &c. Captains’ Allowances, Off-reckonings, Re- & «&« de 
cruiting, Contingencies, Bills, and Clothing 2 e ,5000,000 0 0 
Pay of Officers . 70,000 0 0 
Staff e . . . 264,091 0 0 
Extraordinaries ‘ 3,560,803 15 $ 


Pay Office, Horse Guards, £.15,744,694 15. $ 
2ist March, 1805. 


APPENDIX (I.)—An Account of Loans, Remrrrances, and Apvances, to other Counttiés, in the 
Year ending 5th Jan. 1805; specifying the Total Amount paid to them respectively. 


There was remitted out of Supplies 1804, to that Part of the United Kingdom 
called Ireland, viz. £. sd 


Out of Loan 1804, per Act 44 Geo. III. Cap. 47. "e - 3,693,500 00 
Out of Lotteries 1804, per Act 44 Geo. III. Cap. 93. - wr, 39,791 13 4 
Whitehall, Treasury Chambers,  £3,733,291 13 & 
22d March 1805. W. Husxisson. 


APPENDIX (K.)—An Account, shewing how the Mon'es remaining in the Receipt of the Excutaver 
on the 5th Day of Jan. 1804, together with the Monies paid into the same during the Year 
ending the 5th of Jan. 1805, have been actually applied; so far as relates to Miscetianrous SER 
vices; specifying the Amount of Monies paid for Services at Home and Abroad respectively. 


SERVICES AT HOME. 
For Repairs of the Marshalsea £. d,} particular Circumstances, be- £. d. 
Prison * a 2,000 0 0 came forfeited - - 204 0 0 
Do. of the King's Bench Prison 2,000 0 Q | Reimbursing Dr. Jenner the 
The Purchase of Land, and the Amount of the Fees and 
Construction of Buildings, for Charges on the Receipt of the 
the Royal Military College - 10,000 0 0 Sum granted him by Parlia- : 
Bounties on taking and bringing ment - - 12510 6 
Fish to the Cities of London To be applied in Support of the 
and Westminster, &c. - 5,000 0 0 Veterinary College - 1,500 6 0 
Expenses attending the Execu- To the Bank of England for Dis- 
tion of an Act for the Redemp- count on Prompt Payments 
tion of the Land Tax : 3,374 12 11 on Loan £. 12,000,000 - 35,978 16 3 
Expenses incurred in the Re- Do. - for receiving the above 
pairs of the Fleet Prison = - 2,063 13 1 Loan - ~ 9,669 10 0 
The French Clergy and Laity, Do. - for receiving Contribu- 
Toufonese, Corsican, and tions to Lotteries, 1803 - 3,000 0 O 
Dutch Emigrants, certain St. Do. - forDiscounton Prompt 
Domingo Sufferers, and Ame- Payments thereon - 1,534 13 0 
rican Loyalists - - 161,672 13 10 ;|Salaries to the Officers, and 
Confining, maintaining, and em- Incidental Expenses of the 
ploying Convictsat Home - 39,447.19 7 Commissioners for reducing = 
The Royal Military Asylum at the National Debt - 1,961 15 0 
Chelsea - - 27,000 0 O |John Gray, Esq. for Lottery 
Purchase of House for Residence Incidents, 1803 and 1804 - 5,600 0 0 
of Clerk of the Journals - 1,281 4 Of)A Clerk employed on Business 
To complete the Purchase of relative to American Claims 174 14 
Buildings for the Accommo- To the Commissioners for pre- 
dation of Parliament - 14,369 4 0 paring and drawing Lotteries, 
The Charge of the Superintend- 1803 . ° 6,300 0 0 
ence of Aliens - - 9,620 0 0 | Additional Rewards to the said ° 
Applied for the Benefit of the Commissioners ‘ ° 1,700 0 0 
_ illustrious House of Orange - 49,221 10 0 | Salaries and Expenses of Ame- 
Towards defraying the Expense: rican Commissioners 2,435 9 
of making an Inland Naviga- To Officers of the Exchequer, - 
tion from the Eastern to the for extra Trouble in making a 
Western Sea - - 935,000 0 | out Exchequer Bills, 1804 . 500-0 Or 
Repaying Deposit on 40 Tickets Defraying the Sums awarded to - Jil 
of Lottery 1801, which, from be paid under the Seventh wa 
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PARL. ACCOUNTS.—Garat Bairain.—Miscellancous Services. 


Article of the Treaty with 
America 

‘To make good Deficiency of 
Grant 1803, for confining and 
maintaining Convicts at Home 

Extraordinary Expences_in- 
curred for Prosecutions re- 
lating to Coin, 1803 ° 
owards enabling the Trustees 
of the British Museum to 
carry into Execution the 
Trusts reposed in them by 
Parliament 

Defraying the Charge of Works 

' and Repairs of the Military 
Roads of North Britain 

Towards further enabling the 
Trustees of the British Mu- 
seum to carry into Execution 
the Trusts reposed in them by 
Parliament 

To be paid to the Officers of the 
Houses of Lords and Commons 

To the Executors of the late Sir 
James Wright, for his Losses 
sustained as an American 
Loyalist 

The Purchase of Lands at 
Weedon Beck, in the County 
of Northampton, for erecting 

Buildings thereon for the Scr- 

. vice of the Ordnance 

Do. at Woolwich and Charlton 
in Kent, for Do. - Do. . 

Defraying Law Charges, 1804 . 

To discharge the Arrears and 
Debts due and owing upon the 
Civil List on the 5th Day of. 
July 1804 

The Board of Agriculture, 1804 

Towards Expence of the Public 
Office Bow Street, 1804 

Protestant Dissenting Ministers 
in England and Treland, and 

: for the Relief of the Poor 
French Protestant Clergy and 


Laity, 1804 
Printing Journals, and Votes of 
the House of Commons ° 


To be paid to Sheriffs for Con- 
viction of Felons, and Over- 
payments, 1804 . 

To defray the Extraordinary 
Expences which may be in- 
curred for Prosecutions, &c. 
relating to the Coin, 1804 . 

The Extra Charge of Contin- 
gencies of the Three Secreta- 
ries of State, 1804 P 

Do. . Messengers . of Do. . 

Defraying Expences of the 
Royal Military College of 


ts 
0 


3,269 2 
1,609 19 


3,000 0 


5,000 0 


8,000 0 
3,905 0 


4,871 1 


5,531 17 


57,066 6 
7,500 0 


591,842 3 
3,000 0 
2 


6,115 
4,943 1 


23,775 3 


3,175 19 


10,000 0 


d. 
0 


To replace to his Majesty’s Civil List Revenues the 
_ Sums issued thereout, pursuant to Addresses of the 


House of Commons. 


Fo the Second Clerk Assistant 


of the House of Comtaons in 
the Session 1802-3 . 
Rewards. to Persons employed 
in sorting the Public Records 
The Second Instalment | for 


1,086 4 
2,525 1 


0 
0 


The 


erecting 8 Monument to the. 
Memory of Captain Westcot . 


Major Genera} Dundas . 
The last Instalnient for Do. to 
the Memory of Captains Har. 
vey and Hutt ° 
The Second Instalment for Do. 
to the Memory of Captains 
Moss and Riou 


Do. Do. to rf Memory of 


[coxt: 
Le 


1,480 18 


1,112 15 
1,112 15 


1,480 18 


To make good to his Majesty's Civil List Revenues 
Monies issued thereout for Public Services 3 viz. 


Making a further Provision for 
the Presbyterian Synods of 
Ulster and Munster 

Expenses attending the digest- 
ing and — Poor Re- 
turns 

Additional Allowances to Clerks 
in the Auditor’s Office . 

The Furniture of a Housé in 
Great George Street, West- 
minster Office, now occu- 
pied by the Commissioners ap- 
pointed to enquire into Naval 
Abuses 

To defray the Expences of a 
Plan for the more perfect Se- 
curity of the Shipping in the 
Port ef London 

Making up and publishing in 
the London Gazette, Weekly 
Returns of the or Price 
of Sugar 

To pay Fees on passing Public 
Accounts 

Thomas Macdonald, Esq- as 
First Commissioner under the 
6th Art. of AmericanTreaty 

Contingent Expences of the Act 
for enquiring into Naval 
Abuses 

To reimburse Expences incurred 
in consequence of Orders 
from the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons for the 
Improvement of the Port of 
London 


SERVICES ABROAD. 


His Majesty’s Foreign and other 
‘Secret Services 
Maintaining and repairing Bri- 
 tish Forts and Settlements on 
the Coast of Africa 
To pay Bills drawn from New 


South Wales 


Civil Establishment of 
Bermuda, 1803 
Dominica Do. 
Upper Canada, 1804. 
Cape Breton 
Bahama Islands 
New South Wales . 
Nova Scotia 
New Brunswick 
Saint John's 
Newfoundland 
Sierra Leone 


RES 


4,160 13 


1,100 0 
5,289 18 


2,099 19 


649 4 


454 0 
3,000 0 


5,587 4 


1,060 10 


560 0 


156,670 10 


18,000 
23,890 


1,715 
14,000 


¥ 


o 


1,832,074 14 


0 
| | 
0 
0 
| 
0 
0 
| 
9 
1 
| o 
la 10% 
6 
| mu 
1,000 0 0 
5,940 © 0 
1,118 17 02 
i 
| 
| | 
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ecxli] PARL, ACCOUNTS.~—Great Debt. [cexlii 
An Account of the Unrunpep Dest and Demands outstanding on 5th of Jan. 1805; 
under the Heads of Exchequer, Treasury, Army, Barracks, Ordnance, Navy, 
Civil List Advauces, and any other Head of Public Service; specilying the same ; 
distinguishing, under each Head respectively, the Particulars of which such Debt 
or Demands ‘consisted ; and also what part of the said Debt or Demands was then 
provided for, and in what Manner; «ad what Part thereof was unprovid d for. 


Excurquer Bits: 
By what Acts raised. . . . . On what Fund charged. Amount outstanding. 


89th and 40th Geo. ILI. Cap. 23. Aids Anny 1805, Extension of Bank &. 
Charter... . 3,000,000 


- 5,865,100 


0 0 
Cap. 16. Malt Tax .... 1804... 750,000 0 
Cap, 17. Personal Estates 1504 .... 111,000 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 


« Cap 45. . « 


44... «cee Cam Slo. Ditto. -.... 1806. 


25,253,500 0 @ 


TREASURY: 
Warrants for Army Services... .. 459,804 16 8 
Tyeasury Bills accepted previous to and on 5th of January 
1805, due subsequent tothatday ......2.-...6- 234,792 16 8. 


1,293,320 13 9 


ARMY: 


— 


£.34,460,521 19 03 


Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, 


92d March, 1805. W. Husxissom. 


An Account of the Amount of the Norns of the Governor and Company of the Bans or ENcranp ia 
Circulation on the 15th Day of each Month, from December 1803 to 15th February 1805, inclu- 
sive ;—distinguishing the Notes unper Five Pounps. 


Amount of Bank of England Notes of Five Pounds 
each, and upwards, including Bank Post Bills Amount of Bank of England ‘Notes . 
payable Seven Days after Sight. Ql. and 11. exch. 
1803. December 15 - £.12,898,720/1803. December15 - - - - £.4,426,670 
1804. January 15 - - - - = 12,744,810/1804. Jannary 15 - - - - - 4,719,400 
February 15 - - - - + 13,012,480 February 15 - - = - = 4,681,880 
March 15 - - - = = 12,016,530 March 15 - = - - = 4,643,330 
April April 15 - - = = 4,826,250 ° 
May 15 - - = 12,698,940 May 15 - « «= 4 4656500 
June . = = 12,835,990 June 15. - - = 4,583,040 
July - = = = 13,052,010 July 15 = 4,742,990 
August 15 = 32,940,810 August 15 - = = «= 4,732,160 
September15 - - - - - 12,036,150 September15 - - - - = 4,778,280. 
October 15 - - - = - 11,976,950 October 15 - = = = += 4,907,810 - 
November 15 + - - + + 11,976,530 November 15 - - - = = 45;700,060 
December 15. - - - = = 12,355,310 December 13 - - « - 4,657,260 
1805. January 15 - - - 12,626,220/1805. January 15 - - - - 4,772,790 
February 15 - - - = «+ 13,781,480 February 15 - - - = - 4,729,450 _ 
Vou. V.—Appendig. q 
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Account of Lend-T'ax redeemed. 


PARL, ACCOUNTS.—Grear Brirarn.—Funded Debt. 


[ecxliy. 


An Account-of the Progress made in the Runemrrion of the Pusuic Fuxpep Dent 
Funds, and specifying how much of each has been redeemed by the Commissioners 
Stocks; and the Sums annually i aniensad to the Reduction thereof: likewise, the 


Redeemed by 
- Commissrs, 
’ Funds. Capitals. from Ist Aug. | Total Sums paid, 
1786 to Ist 
Feb. 1805. 
3 per Cent. Ann. - |936,196,558 4 54) 34,195,387 | 21,004,546 16 7 
Reduced’ - Do | 129,154,625 18 5 | 45,398,572 3 
Old South Sea Ann 3,327,600 9395,896 9 
New - Do. Do. 24,065,084 13 11} 2,650,000 1,913,448 16 9 
BperCent. - Do. - Annol75l 1,919,600 0 673,000 498,651 15 0 
. 491,335,868 16 93 86,244,359 
Consolidated 4 per Cent. Ann. - - é 49,495,084 17 2 2,617,400 2,278,402 1 3 
Do. - 5 per Cent. Do. J P 28,125,582 19 17 142,000 126,998 7 6 
Additional capital, by act 44 Geo. III. cap. ‘99 - 13,263,553 8 9 
5 per Cent Ann. 1797 and 1802, after deducting 
13,263,5531, 8s. 9d. added to 5 aa Cent. conso- 
Hdated.Ann. 9,088,902 16 3 
3 per Cent. Do. 1726 - - - 1,000,000 0 0 
* Do. - Bank Ann. - - = 11,686,800 0 0 
603,925,792 18 89,003,759 | 55,714,704 1 1 
” Transferred to the Commissrs. by reoson of Land 
‘Tax redeemed Ist Feb. 1805 - 
Debt existing Ist Feb. 1805 - - }|582,131,485 1 O% 
Redeemed by the Commissioners - - - 89,003,759 0 O 
Debt unredeemed Ist Feb. 1805 . - {493,128,726 1 3S} 


An Account of the Progress made in the RrpEMprion of the Pusric Dept of [RELayn 
Funded in Great-Britain, 1st February, 1805. 


Redeemed 


by the Average Sums 
Funds. Capitals. Price of] Annually applicable to Redwf 
to Ist Feb. sac Stocks. tion of Debt. 
1805. 
1 per Cent. at 399,259 19$ 
per Ct. Consol. Ann. | 20,769,250 | 1,004,613 | 618,286 7 3] 61§ |Capitals created 
Bo. reduced Do. | 12,758,750 | 1,170,486 | 695,152 3 2] 59 
Dividend on 
33,528,000 | 2,175,099 |1,313,458 10 5} 60% |£.2,175,099 at $] 65,252 194 
4 per Ct. Consol. Do. 300,000 3 per Cent, Ann. 
33,828,000 
Redeemed by Commissrs.! 2,175,099 
i 
VareceemedFeb.1,1805. | 31,652,901 404,512 188 


Exchequer, 


the 2lst Day of March, 1805. 


James FisHer 


1) 


the 
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ACCOUNTS.—Gneat Barrary.—Funded Debt. [ccxlvi 


of Great Britain, at Ist February, 1805; distinguishing the Capitals of the several 
for the Reduction of the National Debt since Ist August, 1786; the Average Price of 
Annuities to fall in: also, the Capital of Debt transferred to the said Commissioners on 


Annuities 
fallen in since 22d June, 1802, or that w il} 
fall in hereafter. 


Average Sums 
Price of | Annually applicable to the Reduction of the. 


Stocks, National Debt. 


Le 
¢ Annual Charge, by Act 
26Geo.IIl. 1,000,000 


Ditto, 42 ditto - - - | 200,000 


Annuities for 99 and 96 
Years, expired 1792 


Exch. Ann.2 et3 Anne, viz. 
Expired at 5th Apr. 1303 
Ditto - - ~ Jan. 1805 

Do. 4 Anne, exp. Ap.5, 1805 

Do.5do. - - = ~ 1806 

Do.6 do. - 1807 

Annuities for 10 = t 25,000 Do. do. - July 5, 1807 
expired 1787 - i Bank Long Ann. expire 1860 

Life Annuities Do. Short do. - - 1808 | 413,333 
ed for 3 Years, or off 
which the Nominees $9,376 | N.B. By an Act 42 Geo, IIT. 
died priorte 5th ns . Cap. 71. such Annuities 
1802 - - = - as fall in after passing that 

Dividend on £.86,244, 259, 2.587.330 | Act, are not to be placed to 

atSperCent.- - - the Account of the Com- 

Ditto on £. 2,617,400, at 104.696 | missioners for the Reduc- 

4perCent. - + - tien of the National Debt; 

Dittoon £. 142,0@0 Navy, 7.100 but areno longer tobecon- 

at 5 per Cent. - - - | tinued in the Annual 
Aunuity at I per Cent. if Charge thereof. 


> 


oun 


on Part of Capitals 
created since 2,807,240 
1793 - - 


6,835,625 2 2! 


An Account of the Progress made in the Repemrrion of the Imperiat Dgxz, 
Ist February, 1805. 


Redeemed 
by the Average 
Capitals. |Commissrs. | Total Sums | Price of 
at ist Feb. Paid. Stocks. 

1805. 


Sums 
Annually applicable to the Re- 
duction of Debt, 


Imperial 3 per Cent. | 3,669,300 

Redeemed - - - 950,228 | 550,228 |316,595 11 1 per Cent. on2 | cog 9 
Vnredeemed at Ist Capital created 


Feb. 1805 - - 3,119,072 Dividend on 
£. 550,228 at 


3 per Cent, - - 


16,506 16 10 


55,189 16 10. 


Office for Reduction of 
me National Debt, 
he Day of Mareh, 19(15, G, T, GoopEnoven, - 


| 

i 
614 13 
6 
604 11 : 
9 10 
"2 19 

722 
3 % 
6 

87 

893 

624 

Funds. 

34 od 
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An Account of all the Pensions granted by the Crown, between the 1st May, 1804, 


and ist of April, 1805.—Ordered to be printed 20th June, 1805. 


Pensions by Sign Manual, payable out of the Civil | Dates of | , Pensions 
List. Authorities. Names. Pe Annum, 
Dates of Pensions |11 Oct. 1804, Charles Lord Whit- 
Authorities, Names. per Annum. worth - - 2,300 0 0 
wo. 8 ie Ditto Sir James Craufurd - 1,000 0 0 
9 May, 18014, Percy Viscount Strang- Ditto Sir Richard Wors!cy, 
ford and ‘Il’. Thomp- Bart. ~ - 600 0 0 
son, Esq. in trust for $1 Ditto Alleyne Ld St. Helens 2,500 0 0 
Maria Dowager Vis- 19 Nov. Thomas Earl of Elgin 2,000 0 0 
countess Strangford - 300 0 6} 1 Feb. Robert Liston, Esq. - 2,000 0 0 
Ditto More to them, -in trust 
forElizaMariaStrang- Pensions by Patent. 
; ford, to commence 
from the Decease of 13 June 1804. Right Hon. William 
Viscountess Strang- Wickham - 1,200 0 0 
ford =: - 100 0 0/19 Nov. Rt. Hon. Isaac Corry 1,200 0 0 


Ditto More to them, in trust 
for Louisa Sarah 
Strangford, to com- 


menée as above - 100 0 
Ditto Rev. Herbert Marsh ~ 514 0 
Ditto Dame Sarah Burdett ~ 100 0 
Ditto Priscilla Wilcocke (now 
deceased) 100 0 
14 Ditto Mary Faddy - 40 9 
10 July, ditto, John Clementson, Esq. 
(now deceased) pur- 
suant to Address 
House of Commons 
of ith June 1804 = - 386 
8 August Margaret Catherine As- 
pinwall : - 50 0 
Ditto Philippa Melusina As- 
pinwall - - 50 0 
23 Ditto James Abercrombie and 
Geo. Strahan, Esqrs. 
in trust for William 
Dundas, J. F. Dundas, 
Eliz. Dundas, Isabella 
Dundas, and Jno. 
Burnet Dundas, or 
survivor, Children of 
David Dundas, Esq. 300 0 
Jan. 1805, David Dundas.and Isa- 
bella Dundas, and 
, Survivor - - 300 0 
28 Ditto Augusta Brudenell - 131 0 
Ditto Robert Brudenell - 131 90 
Ditto Catharine Dent (now 
Binstead) 
Ditto Cotton Dent - 50 0 
Ditto . Sophia Dent - 50 0 
Ditto Caroline Dent (now 
Stanhope) 80 0 
20 Feb. ditto, Elizabeth Dalamaine - 100 0 


Late Ministers at Foreign Courts. 


‘31 July 1804, Daniel Hailes, Esq. in 
lieu of a Pension of 
600 per Ann. 
granted him 12th 
March, 1801 1,127 0 
1 August William Lord Auckland 
whose former contin- 
gent Pension of 1,°001. 
per Ann. had become 
void - 2,300 0 
7 Sept. Richard Shepherd, Esq. 250 0 


3 Ditto 


Ditto 
12 Ditto 


0 
16 Ditto 


4 June 


9 Ditto 


3 July 


9 Ditto 


14 Ditto 


eco ooo 


20 Ditto 
21 Ditto 


28 Ditto 


3 August 


os 


0 
0 
0| 2 May 1804, George Houseen, Porter 
0 
0 


Pensions granted under the Authorily of His Mejosips 
Order in Councii, and placed on the Ordinary Estis 
mate of the Navy. 


of the Adiniralty Of- 
fice - - 30 0 
R. Robinson, one of the 
Senior Clerks of the 
Admiralty Office - 575 0 
Wiiliam Gimber, Ditto 337 10 
Mary Arn Bruce, Wi- 
dow of the late S. 
Bruee, late Architect 
under the Inspector 
General of Naval 
Works - - £0 0 0 
Alice Waller, Widow of 
R. Waller, late Pilot 
of the York, drowned 
in her - - 20 0% 
H. Fishley, Master Ship- ; 
wright of Jamaica 
Yard - - 200 OU @ 
Isabella Jones, Widow 
ofthe late Lieut. B. 
Jones, who died in 
conseqnenceof Wounds 25 0 0 
Hester Mufilett, Widow 
- of J. Mufiett, alsoa 
Pilot of the York, 
drowned in her - 20 0 0 
William White, Master 
Mastmaker of Dept- 
ford Yard - - 150 0 0 
John Kingdom, First 
~ Clerk in the Office of 
the Secretary to the 
Navy Board - 350 0 0 
James Smith, Master 
Attendant of. Ply- 
mouth Yard - 300 0 0 
Doctor R. T. Blair, in 
addition to his former 
Pension - - 50 0 9 
Francis Collins, wound- 
ed while attending tke 
Disembarkation of the 
Troops in Egypt: - 2s, 6d. adays 
Mr. W. Seaman, Clerk ° 
to the Master Ship- 
wright of Antigue Yd. 65 0 8 


co 


| | 
0 
| 0 
| 
{ 
| 
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Dates of 
Authorities. Names. 
” Aug. 1804, Dr. John Lind, Senior 

Fhysician to the Roy- 

al Hospital at Haslar 

‘Mary Dixon, Widow of 
the late Capt. Dixon, 
wast away in the 
Apollo 

Ed. Sneyd Clay, in con- 
sequence of Wounds 
received whilea Lieut. 

John Woodin, Master 
Attendant ofGibraltar 
Yard 

Charlotte Canes, Wi- 
dow of the late Capt. 
E. J. Canes, who was 
cast away in the Utile 

Mary Epworth, Jane 
Epworth, Eliz. Ep- 
worth, and tlorriot 
Epworth. Daughters 
of the Jate Rear Adm. 
Epworth 

Ann Maclean, Widow 
of the late Lieut. 
Macitean 

John Edwards, a Boat- 
man of Deal Yard. 

Michael. Hagan, late 
Watchman and Un- 
der Messenger to the 
Navy Office 

Elias Marshall, Master 
Shipwright of Halifax 
Yard | 

Mary Mitford, Widow 
of Capt. H. Mitford, 
cast away inthe York 

5 Jan. 1805, Richard Lumley, Lieut. 
lostan Ari in Action 

Thomas Cole, Lieut. lost 
a Leg in Action P 

Benjamin Slade, Master 
Boatbuilder of Dept- 
ford Yard 

E. Fatkingham, a Clerk 
inthe Navy Office - 

Murdo Robertson, late 
Master of the Mctea- 
ger, wounded in Ac- 
ticn 

J. A. Hodeskin, Lieut. 
wounded in Action . 

William Brittain, second 
Clerk to the Master 
Shipwright of Debt- 
ford Yard 

William Frood, Master 
Sailmaker of Ply- 
mouth Yard 

JamesW. Gabriel, Lieut. 
wounded in Action 

Jobn Lufiman, Second 
Clerk to the Clerk of 
the Survey of Ports- 
mouth Yard 


9 Ditto 


10 Ditto 


42 Ditto 


2 October . 


3 Ditto 


9 Nov. 


Ditto 


16 Nov. 


12 Dee. 


25 Ditto 


9 Ditto 
22 Ditto 


25 Ditto 
‘28 Ditto 


Ditto 


14 Feb. 


Ditto 


13 Ditto 
March 


26 Ditto 
dow of the late Admi- 
ral Keppel 

Louisa Keppel, Daugh- 
ter of the late Adimi- 
ral Keppel 


Ditte 


PARL. ACCOUNTS.—Great Briratn.—Pensions: 


Pensions 


per Annum. 


300 0 0 


- 100 0 0 


5s. a day. 


- 1295 0 0 


25 each 
25 0 
10 0° 


12.0 


225 0 


100 0 0 
5s. aday. 


5s. aday. 


150.0 0 


315 8 


. 5s. aday. 


5s. a day. 


50 0 0 


150 0 0 


5s. a day. 


Catherine Keppel, Wi- 


[eel 


Pensions 
per Annum, 
Ss. 
30 Mar. 1805, Francis Stephens, one 
of the Commissioners 
of the Victualling . 400 0 @ 


Dates of 


Authorities. Names. 


Pensions Payable out of Old Stores. 


10 Mar. 1804, Sir William D’Arley . 216 
15 Ditto Lady Thompson - 150 
15 June T. Fitzgerald, Clerk in 
Treasurer’s Office . 150 
24 October Lucy Marsh 3090 
31 Jan. 1805, Benjamin Tucker 
12 Feb. 


*1000 

Frances Jane Elizabeth 
Courtenay, and Mary 
Stewart Courtenay, 
501. each . - 100 


Royal Bounties, es approved by his Majesty, payable 
at the War Office. 


5 May, 1804, Mrs. Singleton, Widow 
of Anketel! Singleton, 
late Lieut. Goy. of 
Languard Fort he 

Mrs. Maclaurin, Widow 
of the late Dr. J.C. 
Maclaurin, Physician 
to his Maj.’s Forces 

Mrs. Eliz. Fearon, and 
Mrs. Jane Campbell, 
Sisters of the late Col. 
John Campbell, Lieut. 
Goy. of Plymouth 


50 0 0 
18 Ditto ; 


50 0 @ 
30 October 


50 each 


Pension payable out of the Revenue of the Isle of Mans 


9 Oct. 1804, “A. Shaw, Esq. late Go- 
vernor of the Isle of 


Pensions payable out of the Duties of 441. per Cent. in 
Barbadoes and the Leeward Islands. 


14 May, 1804, Robert Mitford and John 
Unwin, Esqrs. in 
Trust for Mrs, Char- 
lotte Sargent, Wife 
of Jobn Sargent, Esq. 
and in Reversion to 
the said John Sargent 

Miss Letitia Morgan and 
Miss Fanny Morgan, 
each 50/, 2 

16 July Miss Rosalie Huyghues 

11 Jan. 1805, The Rev. R. Elliott, in 

Trust for Lady Elea- 
norAuckland . . 500 


15 Ditto 


Pensions granted under the Privy Seal of Scotland. 


18 May, 1804, A. Fraser, Esq. in Trust 
for Eliz. Fraser, Wi- 
dow, aud Wm. Fraser, 
her Son, and the Sur- 
vivor - 100 0 6 


* This Pension revoked since, and another of 
10§2/ in lieu thereof, granted, torether with a Re- 
version of 300/. a Year to his Wife in the Event of 
his Death, 


0 
0 0 
006 
0 
70 0 0 ee 
| 
0 
0 
| 
| 
| 
| 
0 
0 
) 
100 0 0 
100 0 0 
25 0 0 


PARL, ACCOUNTS.—Great Burraty.—Pensions: [cel 


Dates of Pensions n 
pets ates of Pensi 
| Authorities. Names. Authorities. Names. per Asal 
22 Oct. 1804, Willi 0 
i itto anct A ( 
Margaret Dalrymple 50 0 Ditto Magdaline Goldie 
| Dalrymple 50 0 0 Litto James Lapslie 50.0 0 
40 0 0 Ditto C. Hope andD. William- 
1 i izabeth Burnett - 40 6 0 son, Lisqrs. in Trust for 
iH Ditto Christian Burnett - 40 0 0 Isabella Viscountess 
rf 90 Lamont Burnett - 40 0 0 Arbuthnot & Rever- 
Dacre Clerk 100 0 0 sion of per Ann. 
| Wall 100 0 to her two Daughters 
| gilvie 2 0 at her Death - 300 6 
i Ditto Jane Stew 50 
Ditto Kath. Stewart Murray 100 0 0} Ditto 500 
100 0 0 Ditto Ann Stewart 50 
Ditto leghorn 549 0 0 Ditto ¥liza Mac Laurin - 100 0 0 
"| hed Jane Cleghorn . 500 0 Ditto Marion Maxton - 100 0 0 
t “ Ann Cleghorn » 50 0 0 Ditto Ann Boyd. 100 0 0 
dl itto W. Adam and J. Chal- Ditto Jane Brown 60 0 
mers, Esqrs. in Trust 
iy 7 for Hugh Cleghorn , 50 0 0 Pensions on the Irish Establishment. 
Ti Ditto —_Ditto, in Trust for Janet 20 Mar. 1805, Dame Mary Pitt, Wife 
Cleghorn 50 0 0 of the Right Hon. Sir 
q Ditto Mrs. Jane Baillie , 40 0 0 W. Augustus Pitt 600 0 0 
_ itto Elizabeth Baillie - 40 0 0 Ditto R. Wynne, #sq. his Ex 
i Ditto Louisa Cicil - . 100 0 0 tors and Assigns, for 
«| Ditto Margaret & Ann Halkett 100 0 0 the Life of Elizabeth 
ii 100 0 0 Wynne his Wife,andof 
8 at hristie his 3 Daughters, Har- 
i = Helen Christie - 2% 0 0 riet, Emily, and Lue 
4 Ditto Kath. Margaret Swin- ; Wy: Survi' 
Ditto Noreall ynne, and Survivor 300 VU A 
4 i rwe - 100 0 0 Ditto T. M‘Kenna, Esq. sen 
Ditto Betty Murray 50 0 0 and T M‘K 
Ditta Louisa Mackay 100 0 0 
jun, and Survivor . 300 0 @ 
Treasury Chambers, - 
June, 1805. W., Husktssox, 
i 
| it 
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ecly] PARL. Income. 


Abstract Statement of the Puszic Income of Ireland, for the Year ending the Sth of , 


Gross Receipt | Total Receipt |Re-payments,| Charges 
Ordinary Revenues. within to he Drawbacks, ot 
the Year. accounted for, |Discounts, &c.| Management, 


— 


Customs - - = - 8 3 

Stamps - © = (= | 394537 19 49 91167 18 7272 6 8 | 273 8 
Post-office - | 118429 ; 8 18 15752 2 U1 65696 633 
Poundage ~ - - 31965 13 31965 13 —4 

Pells fees - 6303 I 114 6393 1 
Duty on wrought plate 2548 8 7 2548 8 7 
Casualties 3503 12 34 3503 12 34 


Total ordinary Revenues - 5291979 1 791366031 3 41449994 19 


Extraordinary Resources. 
Public coal yards 900 — — 900 — — 


Sundry persons, on ac. of rice, 6361 2 6561 2 of 


J 


dian corn, &c. sold for Govt 
Gain by exch. on sumsrec. from G.B.' 107172 19 73] 107172 19 73 


Com. of Navy, on ac. ot adv. by coll. 
FromG. Br.on ac. of profitom lot.1804] 42250 — — 42250 — — 
Other monies paid to the public - 8801 I 7% 8801 1 7} 
Appropriated Duties for local 
Linen manufacture - 1068 6 6 123416 34 ~ 
Improvement of Dublin - 10666 7 9 9 
Repairs of Royal Ex.& com Duildings 1485 4 6 1903 
Lagan navigation =~ 2885 13 7 3210 4 9 | 1282 4 80 3 8 
Preibyterian ministers - 8904 17 6% 8904 17 64 


' Total, independent of the loans - {4374268 4 63] 5545920 


7 38367338 7 42449175 2 
Loans paid intothe Exchequer {5324700 12 114| 5324709 12 if 


Grand Total - [9698977 17 631 10870630 — 34/367333 7 44!449175 2 9b 


NOTES. 


Rates of Collect. per Ct. 


Gross Rev.| Net Rev. - 


«. dif. @ 
Kustoms and Exeise - 0 16%] 11 3% 
Stamps 61318 7 811 


Post-office. - - $3315 8 116 79 


The appropriated balances in the ‘Saag, on the oh of 


January, 1804, amounted to £30029 15 
The unapproptiated balances in the Exchequer, on the sth of 323976 19 64 5 
January, 18¢4, amounted to - - 293877 37 
The appropriated balances in the Exchequer, on the sth of >, 
January, 1805, amounted to - 13621 ; 
The unappropriated balances in the Exchequer, on the 5th of 278241 = ¥ 
1805, amounted to 264619 4 24 


| 
U . 
| 
‘ 
} 
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aa 1905. [N. B. All the annual Accounts of the Treasury are made up to the 5th of Jan.} 


PARL, Income. 


(celviii 


Paymeats for | 
tal Payments Net produce ap- |Militia, Desert.’ Bounties for |1'otal payments| Payments 
plicable to Straggling Sea. Fisheries, Linen} out of the the 
gross Revenue. | national Objects.| A, of Res. and; Manufac, &c. | net produce {| Exehequer, © 
Fortifications. 
Compensation. |’ 
701060 14 2 | 3913630 14 9% | 50144 2 Ix | 23063 7 §| 73207 10 4 [2838242 — 
34616 11 43) 456554 6 8 342903 14 1 | 
79448 16 8| 62260 2 42135 7 
31965 13 31965 13 — 
2548 8 7 . 2548 8 7 
3503 12 3% ~ 3503 12 3% 
Brg1a6 2 4476852 19 50144 2 23063 7 § | 73207 4 [3267691 11 
6561 2 9% omy (6564 2 94 | 
42250 — — 42250 — — 
8801 1 7% 8801 1% 
1234 16 34 _ 149 19 
12216 2 of. 9922 16 
1362 5 1847 19 9 1500 — 
816513 10 24] 4729406 17 50144 211 23063. 73207 10 4 13516360 2 2% 
- 5324709 12 1 5374709 12 11% 
816513 10 2210054116 10 | 50144 2 11 | 23063 7 7320710 4 8341069 15 3 
NOTES. | 
4 
BALANCES, | 
Balances in the | Balance in the} Bills in the i, 
. Hands of the dif-|Hands of the Re-'Hands of the Re- 
ferent Collectors.| ceiver-general. | ceiver-general. { 
5 Jan. 1804 | 664179 2 102 | 24394 5 of 98738 17 
5 1805 430677 6 24 138196 12 
The amcuat of the Exchequer bills issued for the public service: between the sth of L 
Jgeuary +804 and the sth of January 1805, and not redeemed within that period, was { 18o0009.. 


Accountant-genera!’s Office, 28th Feb. 1805. 


Appendiz.—Vor. 


| i 
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eclix]} 


PARL. Expenditure. 


Acconnt of the Pusric Exrenpiture of the Year ending on the sth of 


January 


[N. B. For the particulars under-each head, see the several accounts referred to by the letters A, B, 8c] 


Separate Expense ov 


I. For interest on the funded debt of Ireland, inclu- 
ding annuities for lives and terms of years ; alse 


i/. per cent. for the reduction of the capital 


created by loans since 1797 (A. 1. and bat 
For charge of management thateon 


There was also applied, towards the sidiethon of 


the national debt, the annual issue of — 


‘Whereof was applied, towards the reduction of the 


national debt — ar 


Total on account of interest 
Ditto, for charge of management -—— 


ee ©, on account of the reduction of the natio 
be — 


It. the interest on Exchequer bills (B.) 


Issues for Purposes appointed by the Parliament 


of Ireland prior to the union, &c. (C.) 
IV. Issues from mapeepelaees funds for Jocal pur- 
(poses (D.) 


Total separate Expense 


Joint Expense witu Great-Britain. 


V. Civil List 
Pensions 
Other permanent (E) 


vi. Payments in anticipation of Exch. receipts, viz. 


Militia, army of reserve, deserters warrants, 


&c. &c. (F. 1 and 2.) 


VII. Ordnance (G.) — 
Vill. Army —Ordinary service, viz. 


Regulars, militia, and volunteer aye 


Barracks 


Staff officers and officers of garrisons 


Half-pay and supernumerary officers. 
and seduced chaplains 

Officers widows 

Hospital 

Pu 

and incidental expeuses (H.). 


Extraordinary services 


Ix. Miscellaneous services (I.) 
Lastly, Vote of credit (K.) 


Total joint Expense 


Grand Total 


lic officers, their deputies, clerks, 


1805. 
L, d, L. s. d. L, $. 4, 
(2423773 2 
- 205197 13 IF 
— 67635 8 4 
2491408 10 9g 
666829 4 5 
1824579 6 4 
20197 13. If 
nal 20197 
— 666829 4 5 ‘ 
~ |2511606 3 
= =} = = |1815397 19 Tok 
— - - =| = =] 38599 16 
' 
— = 162498 1 53 
—| 128233 13 19 
— - = =| 184784 16 34 
? 475516 10 10% 
- ~ $0144 211 
73207 10 4 
- = = =] 400000 — 
- ~ — 12771261 2% 2 
- 493228 6 tof 
- 12 43 
— - - - 6411 131 
3428842 6 gf 
3918420 Es 10h 
—- - - 5299244 9 


( 
| 
| 
v 
. 
) : 
i 


cclxi] . PARL. Debt. —Jnt. of Fxe. Bills, [eclxii 
A. 1.) An Account of the Monies paid out of the Receipt of i i in the Year 
( ending the 5th January 1805, towards satisfying the Charge of the Pustic Funpep 
Dest of IneLanp ; distinguishing the total Amount of the Sums applied for Intevest, | 
\Charge of Management, and the annual Issue for its Reduction. . 


Interest and Annuities] Charge 
for Lives and Terms of . 
of Years, &c. Management. 


Interest, &c. on the funded debt of Ireland — — 2423773 & 5 
20197 33 1 


2443970 15 S4 
Annual Issue for the reduction of the national debt a 67635 8 4 


£. 


2511606 3 410% 


A. 2.) An Account of the total Amount of the Sums «actualy received by the Commissioners 
for the Repuction of the Narionar Dest, ia the Year ending 5th January 1805. 


In Great Britain. | In Iveland, 


Annual issue = — 67635 8 4 

Appropriation of 1/. per cent. per annum on loans since 1797 323169 2 «4 | 146120 2 ae 
323169 A | 216005 10 ‘id 

Interest on debt of Ireland redeemed — _ = 65146 Oo | 62508 7 4 


2 

4 

388315 6 4g | 2785t3 18 14 
278513 18 


666829 64 


w 


(B.) An Account of the Inrerest on Excazaver Bits, with the Payments made in the 
: Year from Sth January 1804 to 5th January 1805. 


There remained unclaimed on the sth January 1804, interest on Exchequer £. 5s. d. 
bills to 2gth June 1803 629 3 4% 
at 6/. per cent. per annum. 
(On £3000c—ane year and a half, from 24th June 1803 to 25th Dec. 1804 2799 0 oc 
20000c——at s/.perct. perann. fromdo. — May 1804 8890 7 6 
= | zooooc—at do. - irom do, — to 30th May 1804 13952 — —» 
6cooco—at do, - fromdo. to 24th June 1804 30000 — — 
do. from 24th July to 2gth July 1804 5000 — 
do. ~ from Ist August to 31st July 180 25009 — 
do. from 24th July 1304 te 24th Aug. foll. “416 13 4 
© toccoc—at do. - from 24th wug. 1304 to 25th Dec. foll. 1634 13. 
o 200e00—at do. - from 25th do. to do. 3342 9 4 
Pe | zocace—at do, - from 29th Sept. to do. 3575 6 10 
do. - from 23d Oct. to do. 863 — 
do fiom zcth Nov. to do, 479 9—4 


Deduct interest which remained unclaimed on sth January 1805 ~ 1365 53 44 


Total payments for interest on Exchequer bills, in the year to sth January 1805 = £95164 14 115 


(C.) An Account of Payments made for Purposes appointed by the Parxiamenr of 
IreLAnp prior to the Union, in one Year ending 5th January 1805. 
For relict or suffering loyatists 


Inland navigations, grant of 1300, 42461 12 
Principal of Exchequer Bills — —— 
Pisconnt on prompt payment of loan deposits, &c. _ - _ 


20197 13 


te 
| 
1 
: 
\ 
| 
| 
- 
hi 
= 
i 
§ 22 
_=— | 
25155y7 19 i 
| 
) 
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cclxiii) PARL. Objects, Civ. List, &'c. (eclxiv 


(D.) An Acconnt of Paymenré made from the Funds appropriated for local Purposes 
in Irevanp, from the 5th January 1804 to the 5th January 1805. 


For Promoting the linen and hempen manufacture _ & 
Improving the city of Dublin 8,651 
Repairs of the Royal Exchange and commercial buildings (Dublin) 1,262 
Voluntary contributions — _ 13,901 


335599 


(E) An Account of Payments in the Year to the 5th January 1805, under the several 
Heads of—Civil List, Pensions, and other Permanent Charges. 


Le Ss. d. 
Arrear on the civil list on the 5th January 1804 "— — 54,754 18 8% 
Charge for ditto -— for One Year tothe 25th December 1804 145,000 0 0 


199,754 18 
Deduct arrearon the sth January 1805 — 17 


~ Se d. 
192,498 5% 


Issues to the civil list in one year to the sth January 1805 ~ 
128,233 13 1% 


Other permanent charges, viz. 
‘Public infirmaries 

Public coal-yards 

Army baggage — 

Lottery expenses 

Police establishment *— 

Inspector-general of prisons 

Transportation of felons 

Fees on auditing Treasury accounts 

Imprest-oflice 

Secret service in detecting treasonable conspiracies 
_ Annuities and compensation allowances — 

Judges additional salaries, &c. — _ 

Commission of enquiry _ _ 


39825 
3,102 
15,670 
3,962 
17,225 
200 


184,784 16 3% 


(F. 1.) An Account of the Amount of Bounties paid out of the Public Revenue, in 

' the $Year ending the 5th January 1805 ; being Payments in the Nature and Anticipa- 
tion of Exchequer Receipt. ; 


On linen exported = — 
- Fishing ve::els 
Barkimported — 
Trish coals brought coastways to Du 
Irish cured fish exported — 
Irish fish oil exported 
Fish imported 
Corn exported = — 


| 


lin 


(F.2.) #n Account of the Amount of Payments to the Mizitia, Army of Reserve, 
'  Dergevers Warrants, &c. &c. in the Year ending the 5th January 1805. | 


Militia payments vin 
‘Army of reserve ditto 
Deserters warrants — 
Strapeling seamens ditto 
Fortification payments — 


/ 


6 3 
Io o 
10 (2g 
13 
4 
6 
8 9 
Oo 
_ 18 24 
43 
19. 
— . 8 
1,715 19 7 
— 2,400 0 0 
7,216 9 10 
93,864 6 
39556 13 7 
| 
55333 13 
{ 39777 19 
| 18 
.938 
46 «18 
— 18 
: : 23,63) 


PARL. ACCOUNTS. Services. [eckxvi 


(G.) An Account of Montgs paid to the Office of Orpwance, in the Year to the 5th 
January 1805. 


Payments to the ordnance for the grant of 1804 —  £.400000° 


= 


(H.) An Account of Monzes paid on Account of His Masesry’s Forces in Ingtanp, in 
the Year ending the 5th January 1805. 


For Regiments of the line _- 
Militia 
Volunteer corps 
Comingencies, &c. for land forces 
Military hospitals and medicaments 
Royal military infirmary 


Barracks 
Staff officers, and officers of garrisons — — — 
Half pay and supernumerary officers and reduced chaplains + 
Officers widows 9¢ 
Muster-master general, and other public officers, their deputies, clerks, and incidental 

expenses — — — — — 6411 13 


3428842 6 oft 
Extraordinaries — 439758 9 


3918420 15 10h 


(I.) An Account, shewing the Payments in the Year ending the 5th January, 1805, for 
MisceLLaNgeous SERVICES. 


To Stephen Moore, Esq. accountant-general, for his expenseandtrouble £. 
in preparing the public accounts laid before Parliament in session 1804 

John Smart, Esq. deputy-accountant-general, for the like i 

Paul le Bas, Esq. examinator of corn bounties, for keeping the accounts 

Robert Marshall, Esq. Inspector-general of imports and exports, for his 
expense and trouble in preparing accounts of imports and exports for 

Roger Wetherall, first clerk in the Inspector-general of Imports and 
Exports Office, for extra trouble in preparing accounts for Parliament 

George Hatton, examinator of excise, for extra trouble and expense in 
prepsring accounts for Parliament 

Samucl Hood, assistant examinator of excise, forthe like — 

Thomas Haffield, clerk in the office of the Auditor of the Exchequer, for 
extra trouble in preparing accounts for Parliament — _ 


The expense of civil buildings in Ireland, for one year to the cth 


For printing and binding 250 copies of the public general acts of 4ath 

For publishing proclamations and advertisements in the Dublia 

Gazette and other newspapers — 7030 
For printing, stationary, and other disbursements for several public 

offices in Dublin Castle 
For Treasury incidents _ _ 
For apprehending public ofender 
For criminal prosecution and other law expenses of government. 
For expense of pratique in the port of fublin 
For working his Majesty’s gold-mie in the county of Wicklow 
For clothing battle-axe guards — 
For clothing his Majesty's heralds, puisuivants at arms, and state j 

trumpeters, tor three years from 17th March 1304 
For the purchase of the palace of the Archbishop of Dublin at Saiut ; 


22410 
2000 
3237 

25000 
1047 

749 


wo 


° 


Carried forward 


| 
= 4638 9 6 
2795262 2 2. 
| 
° Oo 
° 
| 
| 
im 
i 
5 8% | 
| 
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cclxvii] PARL, of Credit Balances. [cclaviit’ 


Brought forward —— —~ 
The board of first fruits for building new and repairing old churches, &e. 5000" 
The commissioners for making wide and convenient streets in Dublin 4500 
The corporation for paving, cleansing, and lighting the streetsof Dublin 1ooco 
The Dublin society, for promoting Husbandry, and other uséful arts 5500 
More, towards completing additional building at their repository and 

botanic garden _ 
The farming society — _ 
The linen and hempen manufacture _ _ 


53100 @ 
. The incorporated society for promoting English protestant schools - 
The secretary to the commissioners of charitable donations and bequests 
The association for discountenancing vice 
The female orphan housenear Dublin — 
The penitentiary for young criminals in Dublin 
The foundling hospital in Dublin _ 
The hibernian marine society — 
The hibernian school for soldiers children 
The Westmorland lock hospital in Dubjin 
The fever hospital and house of recovery in Dublin 
The house of industry in Dublin —_ 
The Roman catholic seminary — _ 
The lying-ia hospital Dublin - - 


2315 o 6 
89408 16 
239137 2 


(K.) An Account of the Amount of Payments from the Vorg of Crepit, in the Year 
ending the 5th January 1805. 


Amount of Payments for Vote or Credit (see Account of Distribution thereof) - £. 192962 9 10f 


(1) An Account of the Value of all Imports into and all Exports from Irevanp, for the 
Year ending 5th January 1805 ; Distinguishing the Value of Irish Produce and Manu- 
factures Exported froin the Value of Foreign Articles Exported; together with the 
Difference between the Official Value and the Real Value of Irish Produce and Manu- 
factures Exported in the Year ending 5th January 1805. 


5715945 3 4 


— £.- 4902914 11 10 
_ 160158 9g 10 


Official Value of Imports _ — 
Official Value Irish Produceand Manufactures — 


of Exports. § British and Foreign Articles 
5c630°3 


- 


Note-—The Account of the Reat Vatve of Irish Produce and Manufactures, Exported in the Year 
ending sth January 1305, cannot be now returned, as the Average Rates of all Ireland are not yet 


ascertaineu. 


(2.)—An Account of the Number of Vesszxs, with the Amount of their Tonnage, which 
have been Built and Registered in the severa] Ports of IrELanD, between the 5th of 


January 104 and the 5th January 1805. 


Number of Vessels. _ Amount of Tonnage. 


(3.)—An Account.of the Number of Vessets, with the Amount of their Tonnage, and 
Number of Men and Boys usually employed in Navigating the same, which belonging to 
_ the several Ports of Inrzanp, on the 30th of September 1804. sie 


96628 5 
= | | 
* 


[eclxix PARL. ACCOUNTS. Debt. 


An Account of the Unrunpep of and Demands outstanding, on the 5th 
January, 1805; under the Heads of Loan Debentures, Exchequer Bills, Lottery Prizes, 
and Loan from Great Britain for paying the Prizes of the Irish Letieries of 1801: dis- 
tinguishing, under each Head respectively, the Particulars of which such Debt or Demand 
consisted, and also what Part of the said Debt or Demand was then provided for, and in 
what Manner; and what Part thereof was unprovided for. 


Loan Debentures : 


Residue of debentures bearing 4/. per 
cent. interest to the year 1788, pro- 
vided for by 27 and 28 Geo. III. but 
not claimed by the proprietors ; viz. 


Old loan - - 
Loan by lottery 178 - 
Loan by lottery 1781 - 


(.) 2275 0 


Exchequer Bills : 


Outstanding Exchequer bills, prvvided for 
by several acts of parliament, but not 
claimed by the proprietors; viz. 


Payable 24 June - 1783 

: 34 June - 1790 
24 June - 1791 

24 June - 1795. 

25 Dec. - 179% 

24 June - 1801 

_ 24 June - 1802 

25 March 1803 


(.)13808 6 8 


Exchequer Bills not in course of Payment 
till after 5th January, 1805: 

38 Geo. ITI. payable 25 March 1806 (>) 
Payable on or before 24 Aug. 1805 - 
+ =99Sep; 1605 - 
- - = -25 Oct. 1805 - 
- - - = = = -20Nov. 1805 - |100000 


830000 0 O 


_ Lottery Prizes : 


Outstanding lottery prizes of the several lotteries, from the year 1782 to 
Loan from Great Britain, for paying the prizes of the Irish lotteries 1801.}. 299000 


Total - | 1172867 


(*) Provision has been made for these sums by several acts of parliament. 
(’) To be provided for by the Grand Canal Company, to whom they were issued, 
_ The remaining sums to be provided for. 


| 
; 
q 
- 50 
100 
300 | 
400 
-}| 100 {| 
- | 100 | 
‘ - | 12750 | | 
| 
| 
- eal 
843808 6 8 
00 
0 
4 | | 
| | 


eclxxi] 


PARL. Debt, 


An Account ofthe pusiic runpED Dest of Ireland, as the same stood on the 5th of Jan 


the different Funds in which it is invested—the Amount of the Capital Stock of each Fund— 
Dublin respectively—the Charge of Management—and the Annual Charge for the Reduction 


Payable in DUBLIN : 


Payable in 


A. A. 
By what Acts created. | 
(British | (British | (British 
L. L. L. L. 
15 Geo. III. =| 175000 — 
17 Geo. IIT. _ —| 300000 one 
27Geo.lil — —| 200008]} 209000 _ 
28Geo Ill. — g18240]] 918240 atin 
27, 29, and 31 Geo. III.| 174600 _ 174600] 
Vote of credit,r1Junet793| 150000 150060 
34Geo.1H. — —| 1029650 — | 487983!} 500000 
36Geo. — —| 640000 40080 pes 
Vote of credit, 180ct.1796| 325000 =e 300000 
37 Geo. 2018709 _ 635000 1875C00 759000 
38 Geo. 11, 3424376 — | 2054950 _ 3000909 | 1000000, 
— — 5261000 — — | 20r10cof — 3752800 | 31500000 
— —| 4666666 — 2500000 2200000 940000 
— 2750319 41985 3125000 | 1268750 
42 Geo.TII. — 3791666)) 177023 1300C00 | 1200000 
43Geo.1N. — —| 2166666] — 1600000 | 1600000 
— 6125000 — | 1404531 _ 3690000 | 4500000 
Bank oF IRELAND. 
174600|11625450!| 1900000 | 20540000 12758750 
. Irish Irish Irish 
Currency : (Currency : |Currency : 
2058333 | 22251666 | 13821979 


N. B. For want of room the shillings, pence, and farthings, 
sare left out all through this account, 


Total Principal Debt, on the sth 


[eclxxij_ 


: 
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éclxxiii] PARL. Delt. [eclxxiv 
1805; distinguishing the Years in which each Part thereof was created; distinguishing ‘pe 
the Annual Interest and Annuities, and the several Portions thereof payable i in London and. 
of the said Debt. 
: : 
Annual Charge for Redemp- 
LONDON : tion of National Debt, 
Annvities| Charge || —| Total 
Annual jon Lives} of of 
Taterest. |& Terms] Vanage+| Pursuant to aed Annual 
4l. per Cent. of Years.) mem. {Act 37Geo.II1. Expense. 
to COMMEACE Consol. Ano. for Redemp- Cent. for Re= 
from pritish Cur.) of Debt! demption of 
180 exist’ Debts created 
(British Cur.) | "8" since 1797. 
L. L L. E: L £, L. Le 
— — — I > 
105Ce 517 — | (Life Ann.) 49417 | 
51489 10296 | 346 ||] — — | 62125 
130062} 528; | 1307 67635 38714 243008 
232747| 1820 — 64466 304360 
— Jos 275875 2369 76875 350419 
143896] — | 2053 47598 194548 
1392/0 — 1432¢8 — 186 | — — 46294 1 190688 
104000] 6951 | 1630 || — — | -35346 147928 
} 139250 300000 1837479) 136376 | 20731 | 69985 “476082 2590554 
Currency : | Currency: 
150854 325000 
150854 
13821979 
22251666 
2058333 * Management on so much of the debt payable in 
11625450 Dublin as has been converted intostock, transferable 
> 174600 {| ac the Bank of Ireland. The remainder.is not chafge- 
2883472 able with management, 
January 1805 ——53296356 


| 
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PARL. Accounts. (eclxxiv 


An Account, shewin s how the Monies granted for the Service of the Year 1804, for Inr- 
LAND, have been dis of ; distinguished under the several Heads; stated in Irish, 


SERVICES, Sums granted. | Sums paid. Remains. 
Se d. Ss. d. £ a. 
Forces : 


Army with garrisons and their inci- ate 

dents (11611681. 28. r1d. British) 1257932 3 
Augmentation of the forces 

(700¢01. British) — 75833 6 

7 


~The Queen’s German regiment 
(22849l. 17s. 6d. British) — 24754 © 
Allowance to non-commissioned 
officers and private-men for 
small beer,and while on amarch, 
(686131. British) parte of 
108464 1. 9s. 3d. British ~ 
On account of the recruiting ser- 
vice and contingent expenses of 
the regular forces (97220l.158.5d 
* British, part of 986351. 12s. 2d. 
11533850 1392341 19 10 | 6 
Contingencies for embodied mili- 
tia Irr29]. 7s. British — 12056 15 10 
Allowance to non-commissioned 
officers and private-men, for 
small beer, and while on a 
march (398511. gs. 3d. British,) 
part of 1084641 9s. 3d. British 43172 8 4 


74339 15 9 


— 749275 4 736468 9 1286 14 
Volunteer corps, (12905671. 138.114. British) —!¥398115 © o | 622615 1 © | 775499 19 


Recruiting, contingencies, &c. (54041. 16s. gd. Bri- 
tish, the residue of 986351. 12s. 2d. British, after 
deducting 9:2301. 15s. sd. British, placed to the L 
head of army) — 585 410} 17689 © 4086 4 

General staff officers, including the permanent al- 
lowances of the medical board (610371. 3s- gd. 


British ——| 66123 12 65954 9 1 169 3 3h 
Supernumerary officers of his majesty’s forces : 
(9341. 6s. 5d. British) —- —j} 1012 3 7 1012 3 7 


Muster master general, and other principal officers 
of several public departments, their deputies, 
clerks, and contingent expenses (88441. 14s. 


British) 95811 6411 13 3170 2 4f 
Pay officers, and reduced chaplains (442151. 128.5. 
British) —_— 47900 5 1 
Military allowances to reduced 
officers of the land forces 


(6651. 8s. 6d. British) —— §92017 6 
——————| 48621 2 7 36205 2 3%] 12416 3% 
In, and out, pensioners of the royal hospital near : 


Kilmainham (432411. 2s. rd. British) 4901l 3 41515 12 43) 7499 11 
Pensions to the widows of officers of the land forces, 

and expenses attending the same (60001. British) 6500 0 6482 4 oF 17 15 «2 
Barrack department (4618871. 6s. 10d. British) —} 500377 19 @ | 493228 6 103) 7149 


General hospital expenses, and the charge of the 
royal military infirmary in Dublin (235381. 9s. 3d. 
British) ; — — —| 20500 0 

Extsaordinary services of the army (6000001. British)| 6500ca 0 

Office of ordnance (3046151. 7s. 8d. 
British) —— 330000 


o | 248%2 3 fo 657° 16 2 
o | 489578 9 13 


| 160421 10 
Casried forward 
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celxxvii] PARL. Accounts. 


An Account, shewing how the Monrrs granted for the Service of the Year 1804, for Inz- 
LAND, have been disposed of; distinguished under the several Heads ; stated in Irish 


(cclxxviii 


Currency.— (Continued) 
SERVICES—Continued. Sums granted. | Sums paid. Remains, 
Forces : & & d| £- bv - 
Brought forward 
More to replace a like sum, ad- . 
vanced by the Exchequer in 
Ireland (from the vote of cre- 
dit) for ordnance services to 
the 31st December, 1803, be- 
yond the grant of parliament 
forthesaid ycar (646151. 75.8. 
British) 70000 © 
400000 © 2 | 400000 oO 
Vote of credit, to enable his majesty to take such : 
measures as the exigency of affairs may require 0 0 | 193962 9g 303! 607037 10 13 
For paying off and discharging treasury bills, due in 
the year 1804 _ O 0 }1799M00 © 
Public Officers fur several Services: 
Accountant-general 340 0 O 340 0 0 
Deputy-accountant-general 242 0 240 0 
Examinator of corn bounties -— — 200 0 O 200 0 0 
Inspector-general of imports and exports —_—_ 259 9 © 250 09 © 
First clerk to ditto 200 0 200 0 O 
Examinator of excise — — — 200 0 O 200 © 0 
Assistant examinator of excise Ifo 0 0 150 oO] 
Clerk in the office of the auditor of the exchequer 2co 0. 0 200 2 © 
Miscellanecus Services : 
Civil Buildings ——| 25000 O| 25000 o 
Printing and binding 250 copies of the Public Ge- 
neral Acts of 44th Geo. —- — goo 0 -o gco o O 
Publishing proclamations and advertisements in the 
Dublin Gazette and other newspapers — 7026 g 103] 7026 9 104 
: Printing, stationary, and other disbursements, for 
several public offices in Dublin Castle —| 20410 © of 20410 0 0 
Treasury incidents 24509 0 o 2000 O 
Apprehending public offenders — —|} 5000 0 o 3237 2 2%) 1762 17 4 
Criminal sctataiben and other law expenses of go- 
vernment — —- — 25000 o} 25000 0 
Expense of pratique in the port of Dublin — 1047 30 2 1047 Io 2 
Working his Majesty's gol¢ mine in the county of 
Wicklow — — or 3 3 
Cloathing battle axe guards a 742 0 0 740 8 © 
Cloathing his Majesty’s heralds pursuivants at arms, 
and state trumpeters, for three years, from 17th 
March, 1804 — | 1086 o o 1086 © o} « 
The purchase of the Palace of the Archbishop o: 
Dublin, at Saint Sepulchre’s 7002 0 7800 3 
Public Boards : 
Board of First Fruits, for building new and repair- 
ing old churches, &c. ——- 5000 © 5000 © 
Commissioners for making wide and convenient 
streets in Dublin —— —| 4500 o 4500 0 
Corporation for paving, cleansing, and lighting the 
streets of Dublin — |} 10000 ©} 10000 0 
The Dublin {ciety for promoting husbandry and 
other useful arts 5500 © 5500 © 
Carried forward —— 
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An Account shewing how the Monizs granted for the Service of the Year 1804; for Inr- 
“LAND, have been disposed of ; distinguished under the several Heads ; stated in Irish 


[oclexx 


Currency.—(Continued.) 
SER VICES—Continued. Sums granted.| Sums paid. Remains, 
Public Boards : fe dl 
Brought forward — 
More towards completing additional buildings,| i 
_ &c. at their Repository and Botanic Garden 4500 0 0 4500 © oO 
Farming Society — —_—- —| 2000 0 o 2000 0 O 
Linen and hempen manufacture — ——j| 21600 0 oO} 21600 0 o 
Public Hospitals and Schools: 
Incorporated Society for paenteg English Protes- 
tan: Scheols — — — —| 20129 6 4} 20129 6 4 
Secretary to the Cunmissioners of Charitable Dona. 
tions and Bequests — _— 400 0 0 400 9 0 
Association for discountenancing Vice, and promo- 
ting the Knowicdge and Practiee of the Christian 
Religion —-| 1000 0 0 I000 0 
Female © rphan House, near Dublin _ —| 37 17 179 
Penitentiary for young Criminals,in Dublin -——] 1750 0 © 1750 0 0 
Foundlisg Hospital, ia Dublin — —-| 22500 0 O| 22500 0 .0 
Hibernian Marine Socicty — ——| 193714 8 1937 14 8 
Hibernian School for Soldiers’ Children —— —/ 4500 0 © 4500 0 © 
Westmorland Lock Hospital, in Dublin 7227. 0 O 6749 13 477, 
Fever Hospital and House of Recovery, in Dublin 515 9 33 9 34 
House of Industry, in Dublin ——} 18399 16 I 18809 16 1 
Roman Catholic Seminary ——| 8000 c o 8000 0 o 
Lying-in Hospital, Dublin 2315 6 2315 6 
8185200 18 g4i6450520 8 


1734630 34% 
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INDEX TO DEBATES IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


A. 
Atholl, Duke of; his claim, 722, 
764, 773, 805, 817, 837. 


é. 
Callico Printers’ Petition, 117 
Continental Connexions, 184 
Corn Bill, 721 
Custom House Fees’ Regulation 
Bill, 722 


F. 

Fox, Conduct of Judge, 2, 35, 45, 
72, 126, 139, 154, 165, 175, 
184, 242, [324, 380, 425, 446, 

533, 548, 620, 635 


G. 
Gardner’s Divorce Bill, 621 


I. 
Impeachment of Lord Melville, 


615, 798 
Ireland, State of, 117, 437 


Johnson, Arrest of Mr. Justice, 
557. 
K. 


King’s Message, 447, 460 
King’s Speech, 839 


L. 
Lancashire Justices’ Salary Bill, 
238 


Local Oaths’ Bill, 6 


M. 
Melville, Lord, Impeachment of, 
615, 793 
Message from the King, 447, 460 


Navy, State of, 72 


O. 
Offenders’ Escape Bill, 622 


P. 
Paddington Canal, Coal Bill, 804 
Pancras Poor Bill, 116, 240 


Ss. 
‘Smuggling Prevention Bill, 7215 


802 
State of the Navy, 72 
Stipendiary Curates” Bill, 243, 
381 *, 703 


T. 
Teush’s Divorce Bill, 324, 498 
Thelluson’s Appeal, 549, 557 
Trust Monies, 635 
Trotter’s Indemnity Bill, 798, se 
812, 821, $25 


U. 
Universities Advowsan Bill, 5 


w. 


West India Accounts, 34 

West India Bills, 124 

West Indies. Trade betweenAmee 
rica and the, 558, 731 

Woollen Manufacturer’s Petition, 
633 


INDEX TO DEBATES IN THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Army, State of the, 132, 567, 649 
Articles of Impeachment a7 ainst 
Lord Melville, 738 
Atholl, Duke of ; his Claim, 52, 
210, 246, 451, 547, 628, 711, 
720 


C. 
Callico Printers’ Petition, 146 
Camberwell Waterworks’ Bill, 160 
‘Committee of Supply, 450 
Continental Connexions, 14, 450, 
535 


Dublin Paivne Bill, 112 
Duckworth, Conduct of Admiral, 
161,193 


Financial Propositions, Mr. John- 
Stones, 754, 837 


G. 
Grogan’s Attainder, 31 


I. 

Impeachment of Lord Melville, 
121, 130, 149, 249, 329, 484, 
557, 567, 618, 737. 796, 805, | 
823 

India, War in, 566,644 

Irish Clergy, Non Residence of, 
172 

Arish Commissioners of Compen- 


| Naval Enquiry; 


sations, 432 


Oute, N 


Irish C ustoms’ Regulation Bill, 
129. 
Insh Secret Service Money, 36 
J 


Johnstone; Case of Colonel Coch- 
rane, 648 

Jones, Petition of Mr. Todd, 641, 
793 


King’s Message, 460, 535 
L. 

Lancaster Justices’ Salary Bill, 122 
M. 


Melville Lord, Impeachment of, 
121, 130, 149, 249, 329, 484, 
557, 618, 737, 796, 805, 823 

Message from the King, 460,'535 

Middlesex Election, 169 

Military Commissioner's Bill, 14, 
26 

N. 

Naval Asylum, 130 

Naval Commissioners’ Renewal 
Bill, 97 

Naval Enquiry; Select Commit- 
tee on the Eleventh Report of 
the Commissioners of, 56 

Memorial of the 

Navy Board in answer to the 

‘Third Report of the Commis- 

sioners of, 835, 839 


Jabob of; Mr. Pauil’s mo- 


tion for papers rclating to, 562, 
643 


Paddington Canal Coal Bill, 183 
Pitc Mr.; Conduct of, relative ta 
the Loan to Boyd and Benfield, 
161, 385 
Popham, Sir Home, Conduct of, 
163, 728, 796 
Prize Agency Bill, 132, 174 
Public Affairs, State of, 192, 490 


cotland, Kirk of. $27 
Smuggling Prevention Bill, 629, 
646 
Southern Whale Fishery Bill, 72% 
770 
State of the Army, 132, 567, 649 
State of Public Affairs, 192, 490 
Supendiary Curates’ Bill, 41, 152, 
737 


Timber, Growth of, 162 

Townleian Collection 170 

Trotter's Indemnity Bill, 719 728, 
751, 767, 


Vincent, Earl St.; Naval Admi- 
nistration of, 561, 706, 724 
Ww 


Woollen Mannfactarer’s Bill, 619 
Wright; Ca.e of Captain, 898, 
$23 831 
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INDEX OF NAMES. 


A. 


Abercorn, Marquis of, 35, 45, 48 

Asaph, Bishop of St. 5, 240, 244) 
383*, 428, 622, 704 

Auckland, Lord, 2, 4,5, 35, 46, 
127, 156, 157, 166, 245, 880%, 
$81*,, 425, 427, 430 


Bolton, Lord, 380* 

Bridgewater, Earl of, 240, 244, 
383* 

Buckingham, Marquis of, 166,244, 
324, 326, 559, 722, 723, 766, 
7735 781, 804, 805 

Buckinghamshire, Earl of, 107, 
179, 238, 239, 815 


Camden, Earl, 471, 558, 733 
Carleton, Lord, 72, 127, 139, 
142 


Carlis'e, Earl of, 47, 142, 165,179, 


121, 469, 482, 783 

Carnarvon, Earl of, 141, 143,324, 
496, 429, 475 

Carysfort, Earl of, 143, 184, 461, 
436, 815 

Clarence, Duke of, 99, 167, 177, 
803 


D. 


Darnley, Earl, 72, 110, 472 


E. 
Eldon, Lord, see Lord Chancellor 


Eilenborough, Lord, 167, 176, 
380, 187, 190, 773, 776, 790 


F. 


Fitzwil‘iam, Earl, 245 


HOUSE OF LORDS. © 


G. 


Grenville, Lord, 155, 157, 446, 
478, 482 


H. 


Harrowby, Lord, 49, 474, 704, 
705, 736, 779, 804 


48, 105, 124, 126, 140, 156, 
177, 179, 186, 242, 380*, 382*, 
426, 430, 443, 447, 467, 549, 
554, 559, 620, 634, 635, 721, 
734, 765, 791, 798, 801, 803, 
813 

Holland, Lord, 48, 103, 143, 478, 
558, 634, 703, 721, 731, 736, 
7655773, 800, 802, 804 


K. 


| King, Lord, 117 


L. 


Limerick, Earl of, 141, 441, 735 
London, Bishopof, 242, 245, 383*, 


704 

Lord Chancellor, 2, 3, 5, 7, 46; 
126, 128, 143, 155, 157, 165, 
177,179, 186, 189, 190, 241, 
242, 244, 324, 325, 327, 381*, 
382*, 427, 431, 481, 533, 552, 
554, 557, 559, 621, 623, 634, 
635,723, 764, 766, 773, 790, 
792, 798, 805, 811, 814, 815, 
$16, 838 


M. 
Melville, Lord, 78, 109 


Minto, Lord, 177, 180, 185, 186, 
242, 243, 815 


} Montrose, Duke of, 558, 559,634, 


735, 736, 765 


Hawkesbury, Lord, 5, 34, 35, 46, 


Mulgrave, Lord, 4, 48,156, 1669 
184, 461, 465, 549, 553, 788, 
815 


N. 


Norfolk, Duke of, 442, 704, 722, 
765, 792, 813 


oO. 


Oxford, Bishop of, 5 


R. 


Radnor, Earl of, 6, 7, 142, 239 


Ss. 


Sidmouth, Lord, 5, 101, 178, $84*, 
475, 783, 813, 814, 816 

Sligo, Margnis of, 126, 143 

Somerton, Lord, 142 

Spencer, Earl, 179, 186, 473 

Stanhope, Earl, 635, 725 

Suffolk, Earl of, 5,34, 108, 109, 
116, 117, 118, 124, 125, 126, 
241, 243, 244, 382*, 437, 445, 
474,703, 705, 721, 736, 762, 
788, 797, 801 


Vincent, Earl St. 97 


Ww. 


Wales, H. R. H. the Prince of, 
482 

Westmeath, Earl of, 623 

Westmoreland, Earl of, 5, 472) 
722, 723, 773, 774, 908 
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INDEX OF NAMES. 


A. 


Abbot, Rt. Hon. C. see Speaker. 

Addington, Hiley, 21, 247, 315, 
613. 

Alexander, H. 115, 152, 174, 
317, 728.730, 753. 

Attorney General, (Hon. S. Perci- 
val) 20, 154, 376, 421, 422, 
436, 484, 490, 607, 647, 737, 
$37 


Baker, W. 161, 193 

Bankes, W. 363, 490, 545, 546, 
579, 580, 583, 715 

Barham, J. 44, 152,459, 715,729 

Bathurst, B. 371 

Bennet, R. 209 

Berkeley, G. C. 137 

Best, W. D. 20, 56, 754 

Blayuiere, Lord De, 114, 115, 237 
720, 768, 770 

Bond, N. 235, 306, 423, 484, 486, 
488, 567, 573, 577 

Bourne, S. 632, 646, 729, 755, 


768 
Brooke, Lord, 773 
Browne, D. 40, 115 
Browne, I. H, 42, 153, 314 
Burdon, R. 184 
Burroughs, Sir W. 20, 103, 234, 
566, 585, 716, 728, 754, 796 
Burton, F. 42 
Buxton, Sir R. 122, 573 


Cc. 


Calcraft, J. 720, 729 

Canning, G. 150, 362, 421, 489, 
519, 837, 

Carew, P. 153 

Cartwright, W. R. 319 

Castlereagh, Lord, 342, 357, 429, 
423, 506, 565, 567,644, 645, 


692 

Chancellor of the Ezchequer, (Rt. 
Hon W. Pitt) 13, 14, 17, 19, 
20, 26, 27, 44, 63, 123, 132, 
138, 139, 149, 151, 162, 163, 
174, 192, 236, 323, 397, 412, 
450, 486,527, 535, 540, 547, 
561, 594, 614, 630, 631, 646, 
707, 712, 753, 768, 807, 634, 
835, 836, 837 

Cocks, S. 318 

Corry, I. 435 
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Craufurd, R. 132, 567, 649, 701 

Creevey, T. 169, 246, 435, 436, 
548, 720 - 

Curtis, sir W. 730 

Curwen, J. 53, 210, 247, 459, 
547, 628, 715 


D. 


Deverell, R. 15¢ 

Dickinson, W. jun. 238, 835 

Dillon, H. A. 421 

Dolben, Sir W. 162 

Dundas, W. see Secretary at War 

Dundas, R. 130, 249, 357, 614, 
753 


Elford, SirW. 162, 209, 711, 715, 
719, 752, 767 

Ellison, R. 360 

Erskine, Sir W. 697 


F. 


Fellowes, W. 44, 632 

Fitzgerald, J. 129, 174 

Fitzgerald, M. 28 

Fitzpatrick, R. 648 

Foster, J. 31, 115, 130 

Fox, C. 13, 16, 17, 19, 20, 27, 
68, 152, 412, 422, 450, 460, 
487, 520, 536, 543, 609, 642 

Francis, P. 566, 644 

Frankland, W. 451 

Fuller, J. 153; 629, 696 


G. 


Gibbs, Sir V. see Solicitor General 

Giddy, D. 455, 629 

Giles, D. 15, 21, 768, 836 

Glenbervie, Lord, 54, 209, 236, 
420 

Graham, J. 153, 716 

Graham, Sir W. see Master of the 
Rolls 

Grey, C. 12, 19, 27, 192, 238, 
350, 420, 451, 490, 531, 632, 
646 


H. 


Hamond, Sir A. S. 70, 706, 707, 


709, 835, 836, 837, $12 
Harrison, J. 456, 489 
Harvey, E. 210 
Henneker, Lord, 456 
Hill, Sir G. 174 
Hippesley, Sir J. C. 43 
Hurst, R. 122 
Huskisson, W. 184, 730 
Hutchinson, C. H. 423 


J. 


Jeffery, J. 561, 562, 708, 709, 
710, 711, 725, 726, 727, 728 
Johnstone, G. 137, 174, 456, 720, 

* 754,770, $37 


K. 


Ker, R. G 615 
Kinnaird, C. 163, 455, 707, 710, 
835, 840, $42 


Lascelles, H. 150, 151, 161, 410, 
419. 420. 422 

Laurence, F. 137, 647 

Lefevre, S. 122 

Lenox, C. 607 

Leycester, H. 121, 322, 557, 568, 
577, 583 

Long, C. 546 


- 


M. 


Markham, J., 21, 27, 135, 162, 
193, 209, 561, 707, 703, 724, 
725, 728 

Martin, J., 134 

Martin, R., 31 

Master of the Rolls, (Sir W. 
Grant) 170, 172, 310, 423 

Miibanke, Sir R., 183 

Moore, P., 146, 149, 619 


N, 


Newport, Sir J. 36, 40, 115, 172, 
432, 434 

Nicholls, SirJ. 134, 139 

Norton, J. C., 697 
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Pp, 


Paull, J. 562, 566, 643, 644 
Peele, Sir R., 122 
Percival, Hon. S. see Attorney Ge 
neral 
Petty, Lord H., 320, 544, 584, 
730, 767, 808 
Pierrepoint, C. H., 131 
Pitt, Rt. Hon. W., see Chancellor 
of the Exchequer 
Pole, SirC. 132,135,137 | 
Pole, W. W., 566, 643, 836 
Ponsonby, G. 17, 28, 434 
Ponsonby, W., 116 
Porchester, Lord, 41, 153 
Price, Sir C., 729, 771 
Pulteney, Sir J., 697 
318 


R. 


Ridley, Sir M. W., 184 
15,17, 19, 189, 148, 
419, 452, 490, 7295 736, 753, 
771 
Ryder, R., 376 
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Scott, Sir W., 136,175 
Secretary at War (W. Dundas) 
567,699 728, 836 


Sheridan, R. B., 237, 420, 458, 


488.548 642 849 

Smith. Sir Sidney, 832 

Smith, W-, 20, 422, 545 546, 
716. 729, 


Solicitor General, Sir V. Gibbs) 


577 
Speaker, the (Rt. Hon. C. Abbot) - 


163, 170, 193, 249, 412, 580, 


711, 726, 769, 795) 796, 835, © 


Stanhope. S. 184 
Stanley,T 730 
Stewart, Sir J. 163 
Stuart, Ww. 698 


T. 


Temple, Earl. 236, 313, 520, 719 
720, 808 
Thornton. H. 170, 435 
Thornton, S. 420 
Tierney, G. 160, 709, 726, 727, 
728 
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Vv. 


Vansittart, G. 360 
Vansittart, N. 38, 112, 116, 174 
433 434, 643 
Ww. 
Warren, Sir J. B. 130, 135 
Western C, 42 
Whitbread S. 18, 20, 121, 149, 
150, 151 289, $10 379, 385, 
423, 484, 486, 602, 613, 719, 
720, 728, 737, 751, 753, 754, 
767, 770,796, 797,798, 806, 
808 
Wickham, W: 793 
Wilberforce, W. 131, 237, 318, 
323, 333, 422, 459, 619, 711, 
720, 795 
Wilhams, R. 456, 590 
Windham, W. 237, 421, 456, 519, 
520, 546, 566, 590 629, 630, 
647, 698, 712, 730, 808, 831, 
Woud, M. 161, 193, 210 
Wynne, C. 43, 586, 754, 808 
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Young, Sir W. 172, 454 


Cox, Son, and Baylis, Gt. Queen Str. 
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